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the Constitution, shows, as nearly as moral and 
jolitical truth can arrive at a mathematical certain- 
ty, that the framers of the Constitution intended, 
so far as the Government is concerned, totally and 
absolutely to exclude every species of paper cur- 
rency. The provision he alluded to was that 
which prohibits any State from making “ anything 
put gold and silver coin a tender in payment of 
debts,’’ and forbids them to ‘ emit bills of eredit.”’ 
And the Federal Government was equally prohib- 
ited from issuing bills of credit, for the failure 
to enumerate powers to be conferred upon the 
General Government, is as absolute a prohibi- 
tion as an express prohibitjon against the States, 
because all the powers vested in Congress are enu- 
merated. But to make the matter more clear, and 
to put it beyond doubt, he begged leave to refer 
briefly to the debates which took place upon this 
feature of the Constitution. The eceaten. as 
originally proposed, afier the power to borrow 
money, Was drawn up so as to give Congress also 
the power to emit bills upon the credit of the 
United States, and the debate upon this subject 
would show that all those who either advocated 
the striking out that proposition or retaining it, 
went on the ground, that the retaining it would 
confer the power upon the Federal Government to 
issue a paper currency, and the striking it out was | 
understood to be an absolute prohibition of a paper 
currency. 

[Mr. D. read from the debates in the Convention 
to establish this point. } 

Thus he had endeavored to show that the Con- 
stitution did not permit the Government to ac- | 
knowledge or to use any other medium than gold 
and silver, and that it was the intention of the 
framers of the Constitution totally to exclude pa- 
per currency from the Federal Government. 

But it was said that this system was a war upon 
banks. So far from its being a war upon banks, | 
itwas an act of non-intervention, an act of neu- 
tality. When you select deposite banks by se- 
lecting one setand making them favorites, by giving 
them the advantage of the public funds, you in 
fact make war upon others who have not this ad- 
vantage. But the patronage of Federal officers— 
what was it to compare with the officers who would 
be under the influence of this league of State banks, | 
and whose selection would be made by the heads 
of these banks, managed as they are by merchants, | 
politicians, and speculators ? The small patronage | 
(with which you cannot dispense) in the appoint- 
ment of receivers and disbursing officers sinks | 
almost into insignificance in comparison with this 
vast influence of State institutions over their offi- | 
cers, amounting to thousands of individuals. 

The idea that there is not specie enough to carry 
on the transactions of the Government without | 
breaking the banks, and producing disaster and | 
ruin in the country, was a most remarkable one. | 
He had a great respect for the opinion of his wor- | 
thy friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Davis,] but he | 
would pardon him, and he hoped he should not 
be accused of being British in feeling, or anti-Ame- 
rican in feeling, if he put the opinion of Sir Robert | 
Peel in Opposition to the gentleman’s opinion. Sir | 


Robert Peel, who had fully examined the subject— | 
a8, no doubt, the gentleman had—in a speech in 

Parliament, in 1844, expressed his belief that there | 
is gold enough, exclusive of silver, to carry on the |, 
whole commercial business of the world. The 
amount of specie in the world is estimated to be | 
$4,500,000,000, and in the United States more than | 
$100,000,000. He had the time but to glance at 
the fact of this small comparative portion in the | 
United States, and to state that it arose in a great 
measure from the prevalence of an inferior cur- | 
rency. The amount of specie was now increasing 
in this country. So far back as 1789, Mr. Gallatin 
estimated the amount of specie in the country at 
$72,000,000; and he thought it no exaggeration in 
Supposing that the amount now in existence was 
upwards of $100,000,000. So far from taking the 
$30,000,000 out of circulation at any one time, it 
Was a fair estimate that $5,000,000 was as much as | 
ae be withdrawn at any one time from circu- } 


ation. 
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As to hoarding up the revenue, everybody knew 
that it was collected, not to be hoarded up, but to 
be disbursed; that there was a constant influx and 
efflux, which produced a salutary circulation, and 
tended to expand the circulating medium over the 
country for the accommodation of the people. And 
with reference to our not being able to transfer our 
funds from one part of the Union to another, every- 
body knows that it is not so. Is not specie trans- 
ported all over the world? And cannot we trans- 
fer it over the limits of the United States? And 
better incur a little expense, even if we have to 
haul it in wagons, if you have good money, than 
to have your pockets stuffed full of useless trash. 
The effect of establishing this standard, and adher- 
ing to it by the Federal Government, would be to 
bring the several States to adopt it. So far from 
injuring their banks, it would induce them to keep 
them on a better and firmer basis; it would increase 
the specie basis, for besides the amount necessary 
for the banks, the amount of revenue of the Gov- 
ernment would be required in gold and silver; 
hence, instead of diminishing, it would increase 
the specie basis. 

He had only time, with reference to the objec- 
tion that had been made that this bill would have 
the effect to make two kinds of currency, to say 
that this bill would not make any currency; the 
currency both for the Government and for the peo- 
ple is gold and silver; ifthere is any worse currency, 
this bill is not to blame, nor the Constitution; it is 
the vicious legislation of the States. We propose 
in this bill not to interfere with them: we go on the 
principle of non-intervention and of State rights. 

He also barely alluded to the cost of exchanges. 
It could never considerably exceed the actual cost 
of transportation of specie, and that, with the in- 
creased facilities of intercommunication, was very 
small. And as to the aid of Government in ex- 
changes, the Government had no more right to 
furnish him witha facility of getting his funds from 
New Orleans, than to furnish him with a wagon 
or cart to carry his produceto market. ‘Therefore 
this bill did not propose to interfere with exchanges. 
Whenever they became deranged, they would be 
regulated under the natural operation of the laws of 
trade, better than by any interference of Govern- 
ment or of banks. 

He wished to refer back for a moment, (for in 
the hurry of attempting to discuss such a variety 
of topics in so contracted a time, his remarks 


| necessarily became confused and desultory.) In | 


reference to the use of specie in the transactions 
of Government and individuals, the calculation 
made (he thought) by Mr. Crawford was, that the 
specie used would be about one dollar to six of 
the amount of revenue to be expended. In other 
words, if you collect $30,000,000, $5,000,000 at 
any one time is sufficient to perform this function; 
and the $30,000,000 would not need to be abstract- 
ed from the banks to leave them lifeless, and hope- 
less, and baseless. ‘The calculation is, that in — 

ol- 
lar in specie answers the place of $30 in trade, ex- 
change, and neighborhood business transactions; 
and in Government revenues, that $1 in specie an- 
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when it was thought the sky was clear, suddenly 
aclap of thunder cams, and a universal explosion 
from one end of the country to another, and every 
bank in America suspended specie payment. How 
long before it may again happen, and your finances 
be locked up, so that you cannot use one dollar? 
No matter how sound may be their present condi- 
tion, is it safe, prudent, wise, or the part of saga- 
cious statesmen, to leave things in such a condition 
as to render probable, or even possible, such a ca- 
lamitous explosion? And, using the argument of 
Mr. Van Buren on this subject, if these have been 
and may again be the calamitous consequences, In 
a time of peace, of the connexion of the Govern- 
ment with banks, how much more disastrous 
would it be, if we were enzaged in war! Preserve 
your system of banks, with the Secretary of the 
Treasury, without any limitation of law, to use 
his discretion as to which of these favorite institu- 
tions he will make the depositories of the public 
funds, and with your money scattered over these 
institutions throughout the land, and let war come, 
and they refuse to pay, and explode, where then 
are your sinews of war?) Where your bank eur- 
reney? Where your revenue authorized under 
the Constitution to be collected, not only for the 
ceneral welfare, but for the defence of the country ? 
You are left powerless, unable to maintain the 
richts of the country, and vindicate its honor. 
Now is the time when the banks profess to be sol- 
vent—when we are told they are so; now is the 
time to take the precaution, now is the time to re- 
turn to the Constitution and the ancient principles 
of our forefathers. 

Permit him to make a passing remark to his 
Democratic friends: they had heard intimations 
that amendments were to be offered to this meas- 
ure by those who profess to be inimical to it. Let 
them adopt their own mode. They did not ask 
their political opponents to assist them in perfect- 
ing a measure under our peculiar care, and belong- 
ing to the Democratic party peculiarly. ‘They 
wanted none of their aid. And let him say, also, 
to his Democratic friends, to forbear offering any 
proposition extraneous to this bill—such as estab- 
lishing mints, &c. They are local questions, 
foreign to the bill, and should not be mixed up 
with it. 

We should pass this bill, (said Mr. D.,) and 
that by a triumphant majority. He paid a high 


i tribute to the far-seeing patriotism and consum- 


mate ability displayed by Mr. Van Buren in his 
recommendation of this system in his Message at 
the called session of 1837. How gratifying (con- 
tinued he) must it be to that eminent statesman, 
in retirement, to see that his principles have at last 
triumphed. It is due to the Constitution, from 
whose principles we have so long departed—it is 
due to the majesty of the popular will—it is due to 
our own honor and principles—faithfully to reflect 
the sentiments of our constituency, who at last 
have expressed themselves so loudly upon it. 
With these considerations, it is predestined thet this 
bill should pass by a triumphant majority in both 


|| branches of the legislature; and it is a gratifying 


swers the place of $6; so that it was idle, while we | 


amount from business and from circulation. 
But one passing remark in reference to the allu- 
sion of the gentleman from Kentucky, to the pre- 


sent sound and healthful state of the currency | 


which his friend was unwilling to interrupt; but 


| he [Mr. Davis] looked forward to the day, (Mr. 
| D. did not say that the gentleman looked forward 


with joy to any disaster,) when the bloated sys- 
tem (for bloated it would be, if there was no 
restriction put upon the banks by a public curren- 
cy) would become exploded and burst, like the 
toad that attempted to swell as big as the ox; and 
then the gentleman thought he should take advan- 
tage of the circumstances to carry out his favorite 
scheme of reviving the ‘‘ obsolete idea’’ of a United 
States bank. The gentleman had disclosed the 
fact, that he looks forward to that condition of 
things; and might it not happen any time? Ina 
time of profound peace, on the 3d of May, 1837. 


‘collect 430,000,000, to talk of withdrawing that | 


reflection that it is a measure which brings togeth- 
er in harmonious and patriotic co-operation the 
whole Democratic party—a unanimity and co- 
operation which he believed to be a bright har- 
binger of the harmony to be exhibited on all future 
occasions. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Tennessee, said he had de- 
signed to address the committee briefly in reply 
to the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. C. B. Ssrrn,] 
but owing to the complaints of the opposition to 
the shortness of time allotted for the debate on the 
bill under consideration, he had waived his right, 
and yielded the floor to gentlemen who had mani- 
fested much anxiety to get the floor. But as only 
ten minutes was all that was allowed him, he would 
here remind gentlemen that they had done the Pres- 
ident injustice in regard to the Constitutional Treas- 
ury. In 1834, when the amendment was intro- 
duced by Mr. Gordon, of Virginia, to the bill 
brought forward by the friends of the then Admin- 
istration, to regulate the deposites in the State 
banks, the object of Mr. G. was not so much to 
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t conn 


ssage of the measure as to embarrass 
sident of the United States. ‘That fact 
» believed to have been 
of the bill. The Govy- 
corruption and faithless- 
States Bank; she had brought 
t wilh the Government; shie 
no unwort rent of the 
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id withheld 
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Db, a vl 
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ou of Line 


1 beheld 


herself tn Gare 


had proved herseit a iy t Giov- 


ernment: mm fact sie had bid deiian sy 


the means of the Government in her coffers, refu- 
sing to pay over monucys by her received, which 
she wns le liv and movally bound to do. 

What was thi results io let her retain the de- 
posites, Was to + ‘uon her corrupted and corr ipt- 
ing disrevard of law "he result was to regulate 
the deposites in the local banks, which banks were 
then solvent, faitlitu iy redeeining their pi “dees in 
payment of gold and silver for their paper. Under 
these circumstances, Colonel Polk was Op} vosed to 
the crude, undi ted pee propo ed by Mr. Gor- 
don, ofit red, not with é y hope of ils ps ISSA , wut 
only to emberrases, aT { pone ble, to de feat the 
measure of the Preswent then in offee. ‘Whe Um- 
ted States Bank having made itself unworthy of 
confidence, and the State banks in like manner, the 
President now recommends to the American Con- 
gress to adopt the measure first suggested and 
adopted by the framers of the Constitution, which 
was contemplated by the Cons iiution—the collect- 


ing and safekeeping of the pubhe 
an imaginary or ideal bemg, but 
and its duly qualified agen 


treasure, not by 


by the treasui y 


But it is said the President has changed on this 
subject. lor the sake of argument, suppose he 
has; would it be a crime, when a measure proposed 
by the Whigs had, after due consideration, duly 
weighed, received the approval of the enlightened 
age? Lask, will the opposition, ora part of them, 


abandon their 
comes to 108 hursiig s , 
with the flattering attentions 
receive. In this case the 
reversed? Js the tender plant pl 

bandman by n lo bandoned, | by h im to be 
plucked up, and consider: d un vorthy of care 
and denounced as fruitless, because 
delight in it, and look upon it as 
that adorns the ge n of He trusted 
not. Mr. M. sai d he hoped gentlemen, or one, at 
least, would return to ther first love, and if not act 
with the Democrats, at least permit the Democracy 
to act with them, and, with their aid, pass into a 
law the measure in 1834 introduced by the Whigs— 
by them supported and voted for; vote with us for 


own another 
y parents are pleased 
that their olfspring 
law s of nature to be 
lanted by the hus- 


olfspring, because 
| 


Usual 
are 


! be a 
] y 
4 as ’ 
another may 
the most beautiful 


flowers ? 


a measure which the safezuards of restraint, re- 
strictions, and pepalties are, by the bill now in 
committee, thrown around their once-favored off- 


spring. 

But the gentleman from Indiana depicted to us 
the consequences of this bill—the evils to result 
from it; and not only were they ‘depicted by the geu- 
tleman from Indiana, but by the 


iwo pe ‘nilemen 


from Ke oy ky, (Mr. Gripen and Ar. G. Davis. ] 
Now, I call » House to take into consideration 

re fact, ir this bill be so odious—if this bill be 
so contrary to the spu four Institutions—if thi 
bill be prone nah to derange the trade and con- 
merce of the ene Lask, who was found de- 
ranging the trade, who was found deranging the 
monetary system in 1834? The gentleman from 
Indiana was asked to tell who was oppose d to this 

{ 


| upon res jure nily , and freaué ntly 
he answer by r iding whiat others 
Well, you hear who was in favor ksJ 
this bill. Will you hear ivho ated this n 
Will you hear whos ted it before the 
American people, Ajax Telamon of finance 
of thatday? Wasit Polk? May 1 be 
to read? ** Those who the 
‘~—who? I wil) read and in that one 
name there is a reply to the argument of the gentle- 
man from Indiana; and he ce 
his sword—he should 


bill; he was callec 
did he evade t 

have said. 
advoe 
ster? uppan 
as the 
ermitted 
voted ia affimative 
are’ but ONE: 
ld have sheathed 
have remained silent when 
he let loose his artillery upon the advocates of this 
system. He should have known that it was an 
attack upon his own file-leader. Who is that file- 
leader? Mr. Granger, of New York? Mr. | 


» 
i res- 
ton, of South Carolina? I ask, was it the venerable 


gentleman from Virginia, DERAR to Mr. Dnom- 
GooLe?] Pardon me, (he said,) I forgot you were 
a bachelor. Task, who vot at ‘or the bill? May 


I direct your attention to the venerable ge ntleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sane *]} When the 
House was called, w ho said * Who was in 


favor of this system ? 
ailirmative are, Joun Quincy Apams, of Massa- 
chusetts 
Mr. ADAMS here rose for explanation. 
Mr. MARTIN declined to yield, as he had but 
five minutes left. And | beg to say, (Mr. M. add- 
ed,) that my object was not to arraign the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 
Mr. ADAMS, (stl i seei 


opportunity for €X} 





ning to insist upon 
If the 


an 


Janation.) rentieman 


me not arraigned ine, | would not ask for ¢ x pla- 
1mauoh, 
Mr. MARTIN I only referred the John 


Quincy Adams of 1834. My object is not to get 


into a political collision with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts; for, permit me to make one re- 
mark: I am with that gentleman much as the 


rackoon _ is with ¢ 
Scott? 


aptain Sex rt: 
Captain Johu A. Se outs f 
tain Scott, I will 
* knock under”’ 


** Ts that Captain 

If that is Cap- 
down. I will always 
to that gentleman (said Mr. M.) 

Mr. ADAMS. I surrender. 

Mr. MARTIN. No; 1 surrender in advance, 
sir; and itis no dishonor to surrender to the gen- 
tleman. 

But (continued Mr. M.) I have read that bill; 
yes, | have examined this deformed skeleton with- 
out flesh, without skin, without the elements of 
life; and with all its deformities, we have for our 
file-leader, and as the advocate of this much-abused 
system, the honorable and venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, When you draw your weap- 
on again—when you attempt to break a lance, go 
first and offer an apology to your own leader, and 
then you may attempt to arraign those who follow 
him. 


colle 


But, a word to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Griper,j as 1 believe I have but abouta 


minute left. The gentleman summed up eight dif- 
ferent kinds of Democr: acy on this floor. .Now, I 
ask the gentleman from Kentucky, was that the 
total sum? 

Mr. GRIDER was understood to say that he 
had never made any particular estimate of the ag- 
gregate number; he only named those which oc- 
curred to him. 

Mr. MARTIN 
1 had time—— 

| A voice: You must make haste in being ‘‘hap- 
PY. 

Mr. MARTIN, (continuing the sentence,) to 
bring before the House the different kinds of 
Whigs. Lhave made some little estimate, and I find 
the small number of twenty-eight different kinds 
of Whigs; and about twenty in this House. 

{A voice: “ Let’s have them.’’] 

Very well, (said Mr. M.) We have Abolition 
Whigs,and anti-Abolition Whigs; thatis two: then 
we have a portion of the Whigs of this House who 
are in favor of Congress manumitting the slaves of 
the District of Columbia, and a portion opposed to 
them, (among whom my friend from Keitucky is 
to be found;) that is four. 

r Le re the hammer fell. 

lhe hour of one having arrived, the committee, 
in pursuance of the order of the House of yester- 
day, proceeded to vote on amendments pending or 
to be offered. 

The first question was on the following amend- 
ment, heretofore offered by Mr. CaLes b. Smitn, 
to the first section: 

** Provided, ‘That nothing contained in this act 
shall be so construed as to prevent the Secretary of 
the Treasury from depositing the revenues of the 
Government in any bank or banks when he may 
deem it expedient, and also to receive Gove rument 
dues in the paper of specie-paying banks.”’ 

Mr. SMITH withdrew the amendment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill by sec- 
tions, 

\ir. NIVEN moved to amend the second sec- 
tion, by constituting one of the depositories of the 
uublic money “the branch nut of the city of New 
Vork, to be established under the provisions of this 
Rejected. 

Mr. McHENRY offered the following amend- 
ment; which was rejected : 

In section fifth, lines five and six, strike out the 
words ** unless sooner removed therefrom,’’ and in- 
sert, in lieu thereof, the words ‘if they shall so 
long faithfully discharge the duties of their respective 
affices.”* 


Mr. PETTIT moved to amend the fifth section 1 


resuming. 


. wb 
ac. 


Those bbs voted in the {| 
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chonld be located at Chnsinaihi iglaced of St. Louis 
Rejected. 

Mr. GRAHAM moved to ame nd the seventh 
section so as to provide that the s | he 
owners of unencumbered real estate to the amouyp: 
of the penalties of their bonds, which shall be con- 
sidered a lien on said real estate. 

‘The vote was taken by tellers, and announced as 
—ayes 73, noes 67. : 

Some doubt existing as to the accuracy 
count, a se cond count was ordered, and take 
the vote stood—ayes 64, noes 81. 

Se the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL moved the folloy, 
ing amendment to the tenth section, which y 
rejected: 

Amend by inserting in the tenth section, twelfth 
line, after the word * req ytuire:’’ ** Provided, That 
nothing herein contained shall be construed to re- 
quire the actual transfer of the gold and silver jy 
one depository to another, but that such transtey 
may be made’ by the Secretary of the ' Vreasury | 
drafts or other convenient mode,’ 


Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL then offered tho 


following amendment, which was rejected: 
At the. end of the te ath section insert: * Provided 


ireuies shal] 


. 
of the 


ny, and 


| That nothing herein contained shall be construed 
| to prevent the officers of the United States, or othe) 


| agents of the Government, 


I should be happy if || 


| the kind of money in which it is rec “eived,’ 


or the public convenience may require. 


receiving such drafts, 
from procuring the same to be discounted, oy 
otherwise negotiating the same.”’ 

Mr. HUNGERFORD offered 
amendment to the twelfth section: 
word * reasonable,’’ add ** not exceeding six dol- 
lars per day, and travelling expenses 

Mr. 8S. JONES moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out the word “and” travelling ex- 
penses, and inserting “ including’’ travelling ex- 
penses. Rejected. 


Rejected. 
the following 
Sixth line, after 


And the amendment of Mr HUNGERFOR!I 
was agreed to. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE offered the following 


amendment, which was agreed to: 

“Sec. 15. Be it enacted, &c., That the Sec ‘reta~ 
ry of the Treasury may, at his discretion, transfer 
the balance remaining with any of the present di 
positories, to any other of the present depositories, 
or to any of the depositories established by this 
act, as he may deem the safety of the public money 
And for 
the purpose of payments on public account out of 
balances remaining with the present depositories, 


| jit shall be lawful for the Treasurer of the United 


States to draw upon any of the said depositories 
as he may think most conducive to the public 
terests, or to the convenience of the public credi 
ors, or both.’ 

Mr. WHITE moved to amend the sixteenth 
section by adding the words, ‘* which certificates 
shall not be transferable.’’ Rejected. 

Mr. M. L. MARTIN offe al the following 
amendment to the seventeenth section: 

Insert after the word * felony,” 


} 
i 
as 
At 


| 


in the sixteenth 


| line of the seventeenth section: ‘And if any of- 


ficer charged with the disbursement of public mo 


| neys shall accept, or receive, or transmit to the 
Tooaecy Department, to be allowed in his favor, 


any receipt or voucher from a creditor of the Uni- 
ted States, without having paid such creditor, in 
such Sanda as the said officer may have received 
for disbursement, the full amount specified i in such 


| receipt or voucher , every such act shall be de emied 


to be conversion by such officer to his own use 


| of the amount specified in such receipt or voucher.’ 


Agreed to. 

“Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL moved the fo! 
lowing amendment: 

Insert at the end of the 17th section .. ** Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construe d 
to prohibit such postmaster, or other officer, from 
depositing at his own risk the public money re- 
ceived by him, in any bank which shall at tie 
time redeem its bills in specie on demand, until 
he shall, in pursuance of this act, be required to 
pay over the same to the i reasurer, or other oili- 
cer of the United States."’ Rejected. 

On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the bill was 
amended in the 17th section, by striking out the 
following words in the 5th and 6th lines, “ and . 
ane 


, by striking out the following words in the 6th and 


by providing that one of the receivers-general |! 


7th lines: *‘ and the kind of currency in which it 
is made.”’ 
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An amendment.was offered to the same section, 

by whom the reporter knows not,) adding the 
words “‘and imprisonment until the fine is paid.” 
Rejected. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to amend the same sec- 
tion by adding the words, ** or any other officer of 
the Government, or of the Senate, or House of 
Representatives.” Rejected, 

Mr. MeGAUGHEY offered the following 
amendment as an additional section: “ That the 
drafis authorized to be drawn by the 10th section 
of this act shail be made payable to the creditor 
authorized to receive the same; and the said 
drafts shall not be transferable or negotiable in 
any manner whatever; nor shall the amount 
thereof be paid to any assignee or endorser.”’ 
Rejected. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, offered the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out the 19th section entire, and insert in 
lieu of it— 
«* And whereas, by the thirtieth section of the 
act entitled *An act to regulate the coilection of 
duties imposed by law on the tonnage of ships or 
yessels,and on goods, wares, and merchandises im- 
poried into the United States,’ approved July thir- 
iy-one, seventeen hundred and eighty-nine, it was 
provided that all fees and dues collected by virtue | 
of that act should be received in gold and silver 
coin only; and whereas, also, by the fifth section 
of the act, approved May ten, eighteen hundred, 
entided ‘An act to amend the act entitled An act 
providing for the sale of the lands of the United 
States in the territory northwest of the Ohio, and 
above the mouth of Kentucky river,’ it was pro- 
vided that payment for the said lands shall be made 
by all purchasers in specie, or in evidences of the 
public debt; and whereas experience has proved 
that said provisions ought to be revived and en- 
foreed according to the true and wise intent of the | 
Constitution of the United States— | 

“Section 19. 4nd be it further enacted, That, | 
from and after the thirtieth day of June, which will 
be in the year one thousand eight hundred and for- 
ty-six, all duties, taxes, sales of public lands, debts, | 
and sums of money accruing or becoming due to | 
the United States, and also all sums due for post- 
ages, or Otherwise, to the General Post Office De- 
partment, shall be paid in gold and silver coin 
only.” 

Mr. GRAHAM moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the preamble. Rejected. 

Mr. HOUGH moved toamend the amendment by | 
striking out the words **which will be.” dereed to. 

Mr. W. HUNT moved to amend the amend- | 
ment by adding that it should not be lawful for any 
receiver or collector, &c. to receive in payment of 
public dues any bank bills, drafts, certificates, 
checks, certified checks, or other evidences of lia- 
bility issued by or from any banking company or 
corporation. Rejected. 

‘The amendment of Mr. Dromcoo.s, as amend- 
ed, was then agreed to. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee of | 
Ways and Means, offered the following amend- 
ment: : 

In the 20th section, 2d and 3d lines, strike out | 
the words * thirtieth day of June, 1848,” and in- 
sert ** the first day of October, 1846.”’ ! 

Mr. WHITE moved to substitute the first day 
of July. Rejected. 

And the amendment of Mr. Dromeoore was 
egreed to. 

Mr. WHITE moved to amend the 20th sec- 
tion, by imposing penalties of dismissal from office, 
and a fine of $500. Rejected. | 

Mr. VINTON moved to add the words, (at the 
end of the section,) ‘such officer or agent shall 
forthwith be discharged from office for any such 
violation.”? Rejected. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, offered the following amend-— 
ments, (in their order,) which were agreed to: 

In the twenty-first section, 7th line, strike out | 
the words ‘* currency legally receivable under the | 
provisions of this act,’’ and insert, ‘* gold or silver.’? | 
n same section, in Sth, 11th, and 12th lines, strike | 
out the word ‘* currency,”’ and insert ‘* money.” 
In the same section, in ‘14th, 15th, and 16th lines, 
sirike out the words, “ and so as to facilitate his 
payments, or otherwise accommodate the public 


service, and promote the circulation of the metal- 
lic currency.” 
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On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the 22d and 
95th sections were stricken out. 

Mr. WHITE offered an amendment to the 23d 
section, the reading of which the reporter did not 
hear, but which was rejected. 

Mr. 8S. ADAMS oficred the following amend- 
ment; which was rejected: 

** Provided, ‘That nothing in this aet contained 
shall be so construed as to authorize the payment 
of any draft, check, or other order, for the pay- 
ment of money to be issued under the prov ision of 
this act, to any other person or persons than the 
person or persons, his, her, or their agent or attor- 
ney, in whose favor the same may be drawn.”’ 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL offered an amendment 
increasing the additional salary of the treasurer 
of the mint at Philadelphia from $500 to $1,000. 
Rejected. 

Mr. RATHBUN offered an amendment redu- 
cing the salary of the treasurer of the branch mint 
at New Orleans from $1,000 to $500. greed to. 

Mr. G. DAVIS offered two amendments, (of 
which the reporter has not a copy,) which were 
rejected. 

Another amendment was offered and rejected, 
(the purport of which the reporter could not hear.) 

The bill having been perfected, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to insert the follow- 
ing preamble: 

** Whereas, by the fourth section of the act en- 
titled ‘An act to establish the Treasury Depart- 
ment,’ approved September two, seventeen hun- 
dred and eighty-nine, it was provided that it should 
be the duty of the Treasurer to receive and keep 
the moneys of the United States, and to disburse 
the same upon warrants drawn by the Seeretary 
of the Treasury, countersigned by the Comptrol- 
ler, and recorded by the Register, and not other- 
wise: And whereas it is found necessary to make 
further provisions to enable the Treasurer the bet- 
ter to carry into effect the intent of the said section 
in relation to the receiving and disbursing the 
moneys of the United States.”’ 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee, on motion of Mr. DROM- 
GOOLE, then rose and reported the bill and 
amendments to the House. 

And the question being on concurring in the 
amendments, and on ordering the bill to a third 
reading, 

Mr. BOYD demanded the previous question, 
which was seconded; and the main question—first 
on the amendments, and then on ordering the bill 
to a third reading—was ordered to be now taken. 

On a suggestion by Mr. HOPKINS, the amend- 
ments were ordered to be read over, that if any 
member desired a separate question on any one 
amendment, it might be reserved. 

And all the amendments not hereinafter spe- 
cially mentioned, were agreed to without a record 
vote. 

Mr. GILES asked the yeas and nays on con- 
curring in the following amendment of the com- 
mittee: 

Strike out the nineteenth section entire, and in- 
sert in lieu of it— 

‘* And whereas, by the thirtieth section of the 
act entitled * An act to regulate the collection of 
duties imposed by law on the tonnage of ships or 
vessels, and on goods, wares, and merchandises 
imported into the United States,’ approved July 


. r 
| thirty-one, seventeen hundred and eighty-nine, it 


was provided that all fees and dues collected by 
virtue of that act should be received in gold and 
silver coin only; and whereas, also, by the fifth 
section of the act, approved May ten, eighteen 
hundred, entitled * An act to amend the act entitled 


An act providing for the sale of the lands of the | 


United States in the territory northwest of the 
Ohio, and above the mouth of Kentucky river,’ 
it was provided that payment for the said lands shail 


be made by all purchasers in specie, or in eviden- | 
| ces of the public debt; and whereas experience 


has proved that said provisions ought to be revived 


/ and enforced according to the true and wise intent | 


of the Constitution of the United States— 

‘“*Sec. 19. .4nd be it further enacted, That from 
and after the thirtieth day of June, in the year one 
thousand eight hundred and forty-six, ail duties, 
taxes, sales of public lands, debts, and sums of 
money accruing or becoming due to the United 
States, and also all sums due for postages, or other- 
wise, to the General Post Office Department, shall 
be paid in gold and silver coin only.” 
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The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Meesrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, J. Black, J. A. Black, Bowlin, 
Rovd, Brinkerhofi, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, William G. 
Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chip- 
an, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cullam, Cunnnins, Cunning- 
hain, Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dourtass, 

.Dromgoole, Dunlap, aren, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, 
Gordon, Gros Hamlin, Tlaral-on, Harmanson, Harper, 
Hoge, Isaac B, Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, Geo. S,. Houston, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charies J. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, James HH. Johnson, Joseph Jobnuson, Andrew John 
son, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston King, Le ake, 
Leib, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, WeClean, MeClel- 
hind, MeClernand, MeConnell, MeCrate, Jos. J. MeDowelt, 
MeKay, Barkley Martin, Morse, Moulton, Owen, Parrish, 

Payne, Pettit, Phetps, Price, Rathbun, Relfe, Rhett, Rob 

erts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leon- 

ard A. Sims, Simpson, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweath- 
er, St. John, Sykes, James ‘Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, 

Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, 
Woodruff, Yancey, and Yell —108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John @. Adams, Ameld, Ash- 
mun, Barringer, Bell, Blnnchard. Milton Brown, Buffington, 
William W. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Clarke, 
Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, 
Dillingham, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Etlsworth, J. H. Ewe 
ing, FE. H. Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Graham, 
Grider, Herrick, John W. Houston, W. Hunt, Joseph R, 
Jugersoil, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, 
Long, MeGaughey, MeHenry, Meflvaine, Marsh, John P. 
Martin, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, Poliock, Ramsey, Ju- 
lins Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Seammon, Severance, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Stewart, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benj. 'Thomp- 
son, Tilden, Trumho, Vinton, Wheaton, Winthrop, Wood- 
worth, Wright, and Young—71. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was then ordered to a third reading at 
this time. 

And, having been read a third time by its title, 
and the question being, ‘ Shall the bill pass?’ 

Mr. PETTIT demanded the previous question; 
which was seconded. 

And the main question was ordered. 


The yeas and nays thereon were demanded and 
ordered. 

And the main question, * Shall this bill pass ?’’ 
was then taken, and decided in the affirmative, as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. 
Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brod- 
head, Wm. G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cullom, 
Cummins, Cuoningham, Daniel, Dargan, Jeferson Davis, 
De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Drowegoole, Dun- 
lap, Ellsworth, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giles, 
Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamblin, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. Hoimes, Hopkins, Hough, George 
S. Houston, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston 
King, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maelay, 
MeClean, MeClelland, MeClernand, MeConnel), McCrate, 
Joseph J. McDowell, Me Kay, John P. Martin, Barkley Mar- 
tin, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pettit, 
Phelps, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, 
Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard 
H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, St. John, Sykes, James Thompson, Thur- 
man, Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, 
Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Woodruff, Woodward, Wood- 
worth, Yancey, and Yell—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Amold, Ash- 
mun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Milton Brown, Bufling- 
ton, William W. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, 
Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Da- 
vis, Dixon, Doekery, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, 
Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, Grider, Harper, Herrick, 
Hilliard, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hnd- 
son, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P, 
King, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, Long, MeGanghey, 
McHenry, Metivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Pendletoa, 
Pollock, Ramsey, Julias Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Runk. Schenck, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Stewart, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, 
‘Vilden, Trumbo, Vinton, White, Winthrop, Wright, and 
Young—66. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to amend the title, 
so as to read as follows: 

‘*‘An act to amend the 4th section of the act ap- 
‘proved September 2, 1789, entitled ‘An act to 
establish the Treasury Department,’ and to revive 
and enforce the 30th section of the act approved 
July 31, 1789, entitled ‘An act to regulate the 
collection of duties imposed by law on the ton- 
nage of ships or vessels, and on goods, wares, 
and merchandise imported into the United States,’ 
and also to revive and enforce the 5th section of 
the act approved May 10, 1800, entitled ‘An act 
to amend the act entitled An act providing for 
the sales of lands of the United States, in the 
territory northwest of the Ohio, and above the 
mouth of the Kentucky river.’ ”’ 


On which motion Mr. D. demanded the previous 
question. 
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There was a second, and the main question was | 
ordered, 

Mr. HARPER moved that the title be laid on 
the table and printed. 

The motion was not m order. 

‘The amendment was then agreed to. 


And the title, as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CONSTABLE, on leave given, presented 
resolutions of the following titles, from the State of | 
Maryland: 

A resolution in favor of free bridges over the 
Eastern branch of the Potomac; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A resolution recommending the erection of a fort 
on Sollers’s Point, with a view to the defence of the 
city of Baltimore; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A resolution recommending an appropriation for 
the erection of a light-house on Greensburg Point, 
at the mouth of the harbor of Annapolis. 

A resolution recommending an appropriation for 
the construction of a light-boat to be stationed at 
the Bodkin, mouth of the Patapseo, and for plant- 
ing three buoys at the mouth of Wicomico river. 

A resolution in favor of the repeal of the act of 
Congress of the 4th of March, 1837, concerning 
pilots. 

Ordered, That the said resolutions be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

And the House adjourned. 

IN SENATE. 
Frmoay, Jpril 3, 1846. 
THE INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that $ ud [louse had pass- 
ed a bill entitled **An act to provide for the better 
organization of the Treasury, and for the collec- 
tion, safe-keeping 
the public revenue;’’ in which the concurrence of 
the Senate was requested. ‘The bill was then read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. DIX presented four remonstrances of citi- 
zens of New York, against the renewal of a patent 
heretofore granted to Jethro Wood; which were 
laid on the table. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented the petition of Peter 
Von Schmidt, praying the adoption of his plan for 
earrying vessels over bars and shoals, by the navy 
of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the petition of Pe- 
ter Frost, praying a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. A‘THERTON presented the petition of the 
heirs of John Morrison, deceased, asking to be in- 
demnified against loss by depreciation of conti- 
nental currency; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. ARCHER presented the petition of Mi- 
echael Hanson, late a seaman in the United States 
navy, praying a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the memorial of the 
Select and Common Councils of the city of Phila- 
delphia, asking that a law may be passed to insure 
medical attendance on board emigrant ships; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PEARCE moved that the resolutions pre- 
sented by him on the Ist instant, from the Legis- 
Jature of Maryland, be taken from the table; which 
was agreed to; the resolution in relation to a bea- 
con-light at the mouth of the harbor of Annapolis, 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce; and 
that in relation to making the bridges over the 
Eastern branch of the Potomac free of toll, was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON moved that the several res- 
olutions from the Legislature of Maryland, pre- 
sented on the Ist instant, be taken from the table; 
which was agreed to; those in relation to the re- 
veal of the pilot laws of 1837, and in relation to a 
ight-boat at the mouth of the Patapsco river, were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce; and the 
one in relation to fortifications on Sollers’s Point 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. J., the memorial of Ross Wi- 
nans and others, praying that steel may be admit- 
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ted free of duty, was taken from the table, and re- || 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported, without amendment, the House 
bill for the relief Smith, Thurger, & Co. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, submitted an adverse report upon the bill | 
for the relief of S. B. Duvall. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported, without amendment, the House 
bill for the relief John S,. Pierce. 

Mr. P. also reported, without amendment, the 
House bill for the relief of Adam McCulloch. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill to repeal the | 
act of March, 1837, entitled *“* An act concerning 
pilots;’’ which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. 


GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the adverse report of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, upon the petition of Samuel H. Thompson; 
which was coneurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, upon the petition of the 
legal representatives of John Fulford, deceased; 
which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, on the petition of the ex- 
ecutor of Henry Tatum, deceased; which was 
concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims upon the petition of the heirs 
of Charles Pastener, deceased; which was con- 
curred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims upon the memorial of the 
heirs of John Campbell, deceased; which was con- 
curred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs upon the petition of Carey H. Seely: 
which was concurred in. i ; 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Naval Affeirs upon the petition of Mary D. Wade; 
which was concurred in. 5 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
the Judiciary upon the petitions of members of the 
bar of Philadelphia and New Jersey in relation to 
the distribution of an unexpended appropriation 
for the salary of one of the judges of the Supreme 
Court; which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of thé Committee on 
Naval Affairs upon the petition of Elizabeth Se- 
vier; which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions upon the petition of Eli Hyde; which 
was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs upon the petition of J. Melville Gil- 
liss; which was concurred in. 


BREVET AND STAFF RANK. 


‘The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
report, submitted a few days since by Mr. Ben- 
Ton, from the Committee on Military Affairs, on 
the petition of sundry officers in the army of the 
United States, in relation to brevet and staff rank; 
which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs upon the petition of the mechanics 
and laborers in the Washington navy yard; which 
was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Private Land Claims upon the memorial of the 
heirs of Erastus Brown; which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims upen the petition of the ex- 
ecutor of Abigail Waddans; which was concur- 
red in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims upon the petition of Wil- 
liam 8S. Jett; which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 


Revolutionary Claims upon oe emg of Simeon | 
Hubbard ; which was concurred i 


in. 
Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
the Judiciary upon the petition of Charles Stearns; 
which was concurred in. 
Also, the adverse report of the Committee on || 
Pensions on the petition of Jemima Flood; which || 
was concurred in. 


GLOBE. 


| with the question. 
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Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims upon the petition of William 
W. Wilson and of Willis Wilson, deceased; which 


was concurred in. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD moved that the prior orders 
of the day be postponed, and that the Senate take 
up for consideration the bill to change the distrilyy- 
tion of duties in the naval bureaus; which was 
agreed to. 

The bill was then read a second time, consider- 
ed as in committee of the whole, reported back 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

[A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States. } 


Mr. SEVIER moved that the Senate resume the 
consideration of the special order of the day; which 
was agreed to. 

SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the special order, being the joint resolution, &c.; 
when 

Mr. ASHLEY addressed the Senate. He said 
it could scarcely be expected by any one that he 
could advance anything new on the question he- 
fore the Senate at that stage of its discussion, |! 
that he could hope to be able to do would be, to 
present some of the old arguments in a new guise; 
and even that he feared he would not be able to do 
with any considerable degree of credit to himself. 
Laboring under these manifest disadvantages, 
which those not long engaged in political discus- 
sion must labor under—not having for years in- 
vestigated with close attention the various ques- 
tions presented—he was sensible that he was in 
danger of presenting many crude views on the 
subject. Be that as it might, however, he could 
not feel himself justified, as one of the represeuta- 
tives of one of the sovereign States of the Union, 
in giving a silent vote upon a question of such mo- 
mentous consequence as the one now under con- 
sideration, involving possibly the peace of this 
country with one of the most powerful nations of 
the earth, as it was vauntingly represented. He 
could not excuse himself if he did not give the 
reasons which influenced his vote. He held him 
self responsible to his constituents for the strength 
and correctness of those reasons. In the discus- 
sion of the question, various matters had been in- 
troduced, which, in his humble judgment, were 
altogether irrelevant, and had really nothing to do 
If they were to confine them- 
selves to the isolated question properly and legiti- 
mately before them, it appeared, in his opinion, 
that there could hardly be any difference of sent- 
ment as to the course which ought to be adopted. 
There were some other considerations which doubt 
less it was proper to entertain. 

It was doubtless right and proper that the Sen- 
ate of the United States—so important a branch of 
the Government—should look forward to, and care- 
fully weigh, the results that might be anticipated 
from the giving of this notice. They were bound 
to look forward, and see whether that measure was 
likely to result in war. If such a result was likely 
to follow from it, undoubtedly they then might 
take a different view of it from what they would be 
justified in doing if they supposed that it would, on 
the contrary, result in peace. Thus far he be- 
lieved it was proper to go beyond the intrinsic 
merits of the question before them; but beyond 
that, he could not for the soul of him see the pro- 
priety of the introduction of any one of the various 
views, and positions, and points, and considera- 
tions, introduced on both sides of the Senate, not 
bearing, in his judgment, directly on the question. 
What had they to do with such irrelevant consid- 
erations? With what propriety were they brouglit 
forward? If the giving of the notice, in the judg- 
ment of the Senate, must result in war, it might, 
perhaps, afford grounds for difference of opinion, 
and furnish reason for deferring the notice till they 
prepared for that war; but that was all that he 
could see had a legitimate bearing on the question. 
Notwithstanding he had said that many irrelevant 
considerations had been introduced, having bee» 


| introduced, there were a few of them that he felt 


bound to notice, and tocommentupon. He would 
not have introduced them himself; but as they had 
been introduced, though improperly as he believed, 
yet he hardly knew how the discussion of them 
could be well avoided in these circumstances. 
Having been presented for their deliberation and 
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decision, silence might involve a wrong construc- | 
tion of the views of the Senate. : 

One matter had somewhat surprised him. It 
was the introduction of the subject of the Balti- 
more convention before the Senate; and the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia, {Mr. Arcu- 
ER,] charging that that was the result of jacobin- 
ism, was still more surprising. On reading the 
ventleman’s speech, he (Mr. A.) took occasion to 
examine the subject with renewed attention. He 
confessed that he had not before been perfectly 
well informed on the subject—perhaps he was not 
yet; but he had examined with some care the 
grounds on which the gentleman had preferred the 
charge of jacobinism against any portion of the 
Democratic party. He could not see the propriety 
of the allusion to the Baltimore Convention, either 
on one side of the Senate or the other. But it 
had been introduced, and he conceived it to be his 
duty to make some reference to it. He read the 
resolution: 

“ Resolved, That our title to the whole of the territory of 
Oregon is clear and unquestionable; that no portion of the 
same ought to be ceded to England or any other Power ; 
and that the reoccupation of Oregon and the reannexation 
of Texas, at the earliest practicable period, are great Amer- 
scan measures, Which this convention recommends to the 
cordial support of the Democracy ef the Union.” 

That resolution, with several others, was offered 
by Mr. Butler, of New York, a prominent mem- 
per of the Democratic party; and it was no more 
nor less than a recommendation to that party 
throughout the United States, which constituted a 
creat majority of the people. Some gentlemen on 
the other side of the chamber shook their heads in 
token of dissent from that assertion; but we have 
the proof, actual, positive, demonstrated by the 
fact that the candidates of that party for the Pres- 
idency and Vice Presidency had been elected. 
He denied that there was anything that savored of 
jacobinism in the resolution he had just read. 
‘Whether it bound the people or not, whether it 
bound the Democratic party or not, it was certain 
that it bound, as strongly as bands could bind, two | 
individuals—the President and Vice President. 

Long anterior to the Baltimore convention, Mr. 
Polk, as was well known, had given to the world | 


similar views on the Oregon question to those | 


which were presented in the resolution. He (Mr. 
Polk) had always claimed that the title of the Uni- 
ted States to the whole of Oregon was clear and 
unquestionable. He had contended for that in 
language as strong as that employed by the hon- 
orable Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] in 
the year 1842. Mr. A. then went at some length 
to argue that, by the Baltimore resolution, the 
President was legitimately bound. The representa- 
tives of the Democratic party had an undoubted 
right, after having elected him, to require him to 
carry out the principles he had thus previously 
avowed. The resolution, therefore, was binding 
on the President and Vice President. By way of 
illustration, he referred to the abuses which were 
frequently practised by electors, who, previous to 
their election, canvassed their districts, and ex- 
pounded their views, for the purpose of obtaining 
votes, without reference to any binding obligation 
on the individual who was the candidate for the 
Presidency; and it was possible for these electors 
to turn traitors, at the last moment, and cast their 
votes for a candidate of opposite principles. Such 
a course was prevented by this resolution. He 
repudiated the idea that there was any jacobinism 
init. It was not held in terrorem over the legis- 
lation of Congress. It was simply a declaration 
of the opinions and will of a majority of the people 
of the United States, and one by which their can- , 
didates were bound. The gentleman from Vir- 

ginia [Mr. Arcuer] had thought proper to deery 

the intelligence of the western people. He had | 
accused them of a recklessness of temperament, | 
but charitably expressed the hope that the bless- | 
ings of a more diffused education amongst them | 
would in time correct the evil effects of that tem- | 


perament. He (Mr. A.) would ask if the Senator | 
really knew the people west of the Alleghanies, to 
whom he had thus alluded? There was not any 
portion of the American people that surpassed them | 
In patriotism, in warm, intelligent, and sober at- 
tachment to the institutions of this country. So 
far from being reckless, they had exhibited the | 
patience of Job. After entering into a solemn | 
compact with them, the old States had taken into | 
their possession the whole of the public lands of | 
the western States; they had reserved to them- 
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| No; they were a law-loving people. 
, education, he believed he could show that in that 


| States at the time they spoke. 








selves the right of soil, althouch professedly ad- 
mitting the West into the Union on an equal foot- 
ing. But the West, although they regarded this 
as legalized robbery, and althouch they vented | 


, their complaints, did not resort to any but con- 


stitutional means of obtaining redress. So with 
regard to the tariff of 1842; they had quietly and | 
peaceably submitted to that which was nothing 
but a legalized robbery of the fruits of honest in- 
dustry and toil. The ballot-box had been their 
only resort. They had never had in the West a 
Hartford Convention to resist their own Govern- 
ment. They had never put arms in the hands of 
their militia, nor resisted the excise. No State in 
the Union, with the exception of Massachusetts, 
had given up so much as the West had done. 
And as to 


respect they contrasted not unfavorably with any 
portion of the Union. To show that, he would 
ask the indulgence of the Senate whilst he referred 
to a table which he held in his hand: 


Proportion of white persons over 20 years of age who 
cannot read and write, to the aggregate white popu- 
lation of the following States, according to the cen- 
sus of 1840. 
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72 per cent. 
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Average per cent. proportion of the six last- 
named States, 4.84 per cent. 

He had left out of this table Kentucky, Ten- 
nessee, and Mississippi, because neither of the 
gentlemen who spoke presented the views of these 
Sut how was it 


with Old Virginia’’—with her university, and 


| ish title. 


/and patriotic as gentlemen on his side. 


ain! 


| the United States. 


colleges, and academies, her great wealth, and 
means of education for one hundred years? Why, 


she had a proportion of 7.72 per cent. who could | 


not read or write, whilst the average of the 
** West’? was 4.84 per cent.! He thought, there- 
fore, that the sneer about deficient education came 


| from the gentleman on the opposite side with a | 


very bad grace indeed. 
Passing from that subject, he went on to speak 
of the course of the argument pursued by some 
gentlemen as not being, in his judgment, indica- 
tive of a reflecting and judicious patriotism. He 
did not mean to cast censure on the Senators who 
had, conscientiously no doubt, advocated the Brit- 
He would not say of them, because he 
did not believe it, that they acted under British in- 
fluence. He believed those gentlemen to be as pure 


> 
sut he 
thought they erred in judgment, and had, by their 


| course, put arguments into the hands of the British 


negotiator. Such, for instance, was the statement 


_ of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Evans,] that the 


expedition of Lewis and Clarke was represented 


| by Mr. Robertson as purely commercial, and that 
they applied to England, France, and Spain, for 


passports, and actually obtained them. He (Mr. 
A.) had no doubt that that was alla fish story; | 
but still, suppose it had any foundation, let them 
see what the Senator had done to aid Great Brit- 


any design to aid Great Britain in her pretensions, 
but he spoke of the effect and tendency of his ar- 
gument. 

Mr. A. then went on to express his disapproba- 
tion of the introduction of the question of the like- 


He (Mr. A.) did not impute to the Senator | 


lihood of war resulting from the notice, and of the | 


sarade that had been made of the naval strength of 
England, and the alleged comparative weakness of 


would say, ‘‘cui bono?’” What was the object of 
all the vivid descriptions of the horrors of war 


| which they had heard? Was it to alarm the fears 
of the American people? He could hardly suppose | 


so. That would be a foolish effort. He was con- 


|| fident that if war came, it would result in sweeping | 
| away every vestige of European power from this 


continent. The United States need not fear a con- 
test with the whole world. They had the means 
of meeting successfully the combined assaults of 


| the whole world. The white male population of 


the United States in 1830, was 5,355,133; and in 
1840 it was 7,249,434—an average increase of about | 
3.54 per cent. per annum. Supposing the same 


He would ask, as lawyers | 
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population to continue increasing in the same ratio 
from 1840 to 1846, inclusive, it would show the 
white male population, at the end of the present 
year, to be about 8,645,295. This being assumed, 
the number of births of white males since 1840 
would be about 637 per day: of which number 
probably 48 per cent. reached the age of 18 years, 
or about 306 per day. All this was based upon an 
average annual increase of the first ten years allu- 
ded to; but as the progressive or geometrical ratio 
was greater—say about 4.32 per cent.—for the pe- 
riod in which population is supposed to double—a 
calculation founded on that ratio would give in the 
last six years an increase of 1,879,053, or a total 
of 9,028,487, affording 858 births a day, which, at 
the same ratio of mortality, would give daily 412 
white males arriving at the age of 18 years. In 
this way it would be seen that an annual addition 
could be made to their forces of 140,380 adults ca- 
pable of bearing arms. So they could bring an army 
into the field as large as that which Bonaparte led 
into Russia, and afford a sacrifice at the same time 
of 146,380 men annually! Mr. A. next entered on 
a somewhat elaborate review of the arcument based 


| by Great Britain on the Nootka Sound convention, 


in the course of which he alluded to the views ad- 
vanced on the same subject by Mr. Arcuer and 
others; and contended that under the Nootka Sound 
treaty it was impossible for Great Britain to estab- 
lish any title. It reminded him of a man, who, 
under the influence of monomania, had cherished 
the idea that he was entitled to the whole city of 
Rochester, because he had once sold the land on 
which it was built; and that, although he had part- 
ed with the deed, he hada right to be as rich as 
John Jacob Astor. This was a parallel with the 
claim of Great Britain under the Nootka Sound 
treaty. Inall her negotiations, she had never men- 
tioned this ground of claim, until 1824 or 1896. 
The only claim she had set up was under Cook’s 


| discovery, and by virtue of purchases from Indians 


south of the Columbia river. The terms of the 
Nootka Sound treaty had been obtained at the can- 
non’s mouth, and such could never be the case with 
the United States. He believed that by bringing 
this ground of claim into the convention to sustain 
her title, Great Britain had committed a suicidal 
act. 


Mr. A. here read the fifth article of the treaty, 


and proceeded: Now, sir, this fifth article controls 


the third completely, and confines the British right 
of settlement to the north of the positions occupied 
by Spain. If that is not the clear construction of 
it, then under that treaty they could go clear down 
to Mexico, which they never had the assurance 
to do. The construction | have stated is that 
which any lawyer would make—that is, that the 
fifth article controls the third, and limits the settle- 
ments of Great Britain to the north of those eccu- 
pied by Spain. When Vancouver went back for 
the purpose of executing this convention, he found 
a Spanish settlement of ten houses at Nootka 
Sound. What did he do? He claimed the resto- 
ration of these ten houses, and the delivery up of 
Nootka Sound. But, in response to these de- 
mands, the Spanish commander offered to give 
him a little corner lying between the houses and 
the Pacific, containing about half an acre. This 


| was refused, with the assertion that the bay of 


San Francisco was the northern limit of Spanish 
settlement. The contrary isthe fact. But let me 
here observe, Mr. President, that if Nootka Sound 
has ever been restored to Great Britain, to secure 
which object she fitted out an armament which cost 
her fifteen millions of dollars, she never would have 
left it as doubtful whether it was restored; she 
would have placed proof thereof in her archives, 
and in those of Spain also. If those proofs ex- 


| isted now, she would produce them; but as they 
'are not produced, it is conclusive evidence that 
| none such exists; that the restoration never took 


‘eight long years after. 


place, and for various causes—the wars growing 
out of the French revolution among the rest. She 
let the matter drop—totally forgetting it for twenty- 
Now, by this mode of 
construction of the instrument, we get at the true 
sense of each of its parts; and it is a-legitimaie 
mode, and one resorted to by the best usage, for 
the purpose of strengthening such construction, to 
refer to the contemporaneous views that were held 
ofit. In the debates in the British Parliament, we 


' find this convention spoken of as unworthy of 


| England, and in fact literall 


ally sneered at. This is 
a matter of history; and is it to be supposed that 
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had the statesmen of that ume any notion of the 
value to them of that convention, which is now 


uttached to it, they would have allowed the repre- 
Bf ntations which were made it} Parliament to £o 
forth to. the world uncontradicted? I cannot ima- 
vine such a thing. It is incomprehensible, and no 
man can believe it, Let me refer to this matter for 
amoment. “The Duke of Montrose, in the House 
of Lorda, on the occasion of a vote of thanks being 
proposed to the Kung for the ne otiation of the econ- 
vention, Say 

‘We are not only restored to Nootka, but we mcy pertict 


vite in a more northern settleme t,if'w houkd find at any 

time that a more worthern situntion would be preferable for 

the carrving on of the trade.”’—-Parliumentary History, vol. 
yp. BSA 


This is the language of an individual who was 
in favor of the Government; and from what hi 
eave it is clear hve did not believe a word of the 
sentiments now advanced by the British Minister. 
After looking well mito the :atter; after consulung 
al! sources of information, havin the best oppor 
tumity of hearing all that could be said in relation 
to the claims of Great Britain, he contents himself 
with saving that they had acquired the right of 
retilement north of Nootka Sound. fa the Hou s¢ 
of Commons, Mr. Fox said: 


“ Ho was as much a friend to the claims of Spain, sane 
tioned by the treaty of Ut ht, ae Count Plorida Blanca, or 
any Sounieh Minister, because they were founded tm jusiice. 
‘These were, on ex lus stzht of territory, navigation, and 
coumeree, on the sens and coastof Spanish Aineriena Ihe 
absurd and extravagant clans frose from extenamg the 
term Spanich America ft seus and cousts where Spain had no 
right of occupanc io what did we object betoce, but to 


the indefinite lintts Spanish America? The objection 
sitll remagmed; for the limits of Spanish America were suil 
mnidefmed,”"—p. bl. 

Following up the same argument, he adds: 

«“ Where our odmitted right of settlement on the north 
west coast commenced was completely u wdefined If it 
was said at Nootku, we did not know that Nootka would be re- 
stored.”’—Thid. 

And again: 

“Thus we had giren up all right to seflle, excep for tem 


porary purpose to the south of the Spant A setilements, or in 
the intervals bel ceen them, if they happ ned to be distant. 
We had obtained an admission of our right to settie to the 


north, and even that we had not obtaine d with ciearness. 
As Spanish settioments were the only mark of linnts, sup 
pose We were to meet with one farther to the north than we 
expected, and a dispute were to arise w hether if was new 
or old. it would be some difficulty to send out our builders 
to decide, &c.”’—p. 995 

3ut I do not deem it necessary to go into these 
debates at greater length. We learn from them that 
it was openly asserted and argued m both Houses 
of Parliament, that they had gained nothing by the 
Nootka convention; even Mr. Pitt himself declared 
that “if they had acquired no territorial rights, they 
had eained s me advantages they did not before 
possess,’’ I believe this is perfectly conclusive, 
and shows how this convention was understood at 
the time. It always appeared to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the views taken by the British Minister 
were suicidal of the claims of Great Britain. Mr. 
Pakenham has said (his convention is in force up to 
the present time. But let me ask, if it is in force, 
how does it happen that she never claimed under it 
the country down to the Bay of San Francisco? 
How does it happen that Great Britain, who has 
shown it her constant purpose to lay hold of « very 
foot of this earth she can, has never claimed as far 
as the Bay of San Iraneisco? Why, she feit she 
had no richt: and if she has ever done so since, it 
was altozether an afterthought, for the purpose of 
opposing our claims. Nothing else can account for 
it. And here, Mr. President, I will not detain you 
with any lenethened areument to show that this 
Nootka Sound convention was terminated by the 
war between England and Spain in 1796. It is not 
necessary to my argument to do so; but I believe 
it is practi “able to show from the law of nations, 
and in strict accordance with that interpretation 
sanctioned and acted upon by England, that the 
Nootka Sound convention was terminated by the 
war of 1796. What savs Mr. Pakenham? ‘That 
there are certain national rights which, as in this 
case, would survive war. If that be so, in this in- 
stance, why did he not tell us what these rights 
were, and leave us to judge for ourselves? ‘The 
United States had a claim there under the treaty of 
Louisiana; whether right or wrong, her citizens 
had gone there and explored the country; they 
were in possession, and certainly ought to have 
been consulted before a treaty was made to cut 
them ont, - 

But lL have seen an argument advanced in the 
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newspapers on this subject which has struck my 
my mind with great force; it is this: If, as claimed 
by Great Britain, the convention survived the war, 
and is still in foree, what became of it in 1827? 
ln Isis, when the weaty of joint occupation was 
formed, we were on quite a dulerent footing from 
that of ls27; for at the former period we were not 
possessed of the Spanish tie, But in 1827, when 
we renewed the convenuon of Isls, we were the 
holders of the Spanish ulle ‘| hey had trausfer- 
red every particle of 1t to us—the absolute sover- 
eiguty, the emiment domain, and whatever their 
rights were under the Nootka Sound convention. 
If it were in force at that time, | would like to 
kuow how it could be possible it was not annulled 
in that convention of 1827, which it certainly was. 
All the rights of Great Britain, ali she can claim, 
were limited by the terms of the Nootka Sound 
convention toa joint occupancy with Spain; and 


il so limited, Spain had the sole right o? sover- 
cigiahy within herself, and we step mto 5; ain’s 

oes. Now see what a situation Great Britain 
W { be in, when we coine to terminate this con- 
vention of 1827. She will be driven back on her 
original rights. But | think Great Britain has 


placed herself in this position by her own act. Ail 
had by the Nootka Sound convention was a 
jolul occupancy, and in entermg lto a treaty with 
us all she had was Uiat same right of jomt oceu- 
paney. In entering into the convenuon of 1827 
we mereed ali clans and eu back to our original 
rights, Great Britain had nothing but a joint oc- 
by that she must stand or fall, for 

she has not the shadow of a cluim by the conven- 


cupaney, and 


liodl. 

| had intended, Mr. President, to say a few 
words on the American tithe, which I esteem as the 
best title in existence, aid oue we could have main- 
tamed against Spain, Great Britain, and all the 
world tovether. If Spa had sold her rights to 
Great Brita, Lam: of opinion we could sull have 
mamtamned our tide against Spain and the whole 
world, nd although £ will concede Spain discov- 
ered the country first, she did no act to settle it; 
and without setuement and exploration, it is agreed 
that prior discovery is worth little. It is useless 
to tell me there cant t be a second discovery. l 
do not refer to the discovery by Gray altogether. 
We sent Lewis and Clarke there to explore it; Our 
ciuzens afterwards setded it fifly miles north of the 
Columbia river, and made settlements there. These 
were all captured in the war, but afterwards re- 
stored to us. | believe from all this we could make 
a good claim against England, if she had the Span- 
ish title. 

In regard to the question of compromise, I do 
not believe, sir, our Government was bound at all 
in consequence of having made offers of compro- 
mise before; and I cannot agree with the gentle- 
man from Georgia that there is any difierence be- 
tween an individual and a Government in regard to 
the application of this principle. I do not agree 
that that principle applies to 1idividuals, because 
there is a tribunal to settle between them. It is 
consistent with the highest common sense that an 
individual should be able to come forward and 
make proposals, without the fact being used against 
him ma suit at law, unless accepted by the ad- 
verse party. But have we no tribunal between 
Great Britain and ourselves? Have we not that 
of the civilized world, to which we refer our case, 
with all the circumstances attending it? But how 
is the fact in regard to this matter of compromise? 
You may look at the whole, from beginning to 
end, and without one exception, L believe, these 
offers of compromise were withdrawn, and a pro- 
test entered, so that they might not be subsequently 
brought up against them. Now, how was Mr. 
Polk situated im regard to this? Was he bound in 
honor, as some had insisted, to renew those ofiers 
made before? If he was, his proposition, made 
on his coming into office to the British Minister, 
was a dishonorable one. If he was bound at all 
by the precedent set by his predecessors, he was 
bound to a similar extent, and his proposition 
ought to have been similar to theirs. Theirs in- 
cluded the navigation of the Columbia. His ought 
to have included it also. But who believes that? 
Noone. If the President, in the exercise of a 
sound discretion, was induced to make a proposi- 
tion, as he did, it was not because he was bound 
in honor to do so. It was done in the exercise of 
a sound discretion, and with a desire to preserve 
the peace of the country, hoping it would be in 
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accordance with the sense of the American peo- 
le. 

I will detain you, sir, but a few moments lone 
er. I will refer for a moment to the amendment 
ofiered by the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Co.- 
quiTT. | cannot vote for it on account of the 
second clause. [Here Mr. A. read the resolutions 
as proposed by Mr. Coreuirr.| Now, sir, any 
one who knows the Senator from Georzia knows 
he did not intend to involve the two countries in 
a war, His object is peace, and he doubtless be- 
lieved that his resolutions would be the means of 
effecting it. And yet, in my humble conception, 
if we have war, it will be brought about by giving 
this form of notice. If it is passed here, it will 
be rejected by the House of Repress ntatives, asa 
then no notice will be given. I would vote fo. 
that of the House of Representatives as the only 
means of preserving the peace of the country, [f 
ihis notice is carried here, how is it carried? By 
a majority of the Democratic party? No. If it is 
carried at all, it must be bya small fraction of 
the Democrats with the aid of our friends on the 
other side of the chamber; and, if so carried, it 
will be sure to be rejected by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

But referring back to the sixth protocol in the 
negotiations of 1844, it will be seen it contains the 
following statement of the British Minister: 

‘That reserving for a future occasion sueh observations 
as he might wish to present by way of explanations, in re 
ply tothe statement last presented by the American Plen: 
potentiary, he was for the present obliged to declare, wit) 
reference to the eoneluding part of that statenient, that he 
did not feel authorized to enter into discussion respecting the 
territory north of the 49th parallel of latitude, which was w 
derstood by the British Government to form the busis of nego- 
tiation on the side of the United States, «s the line of the Co- 
lumbia formed that on the side of Great Brituin.” 

The statement thus made has never been retract 
ed at all. What he says was communicated to 
Congress, and forms part of our public documents 
The British Minister declares he would not fee} 
justified to negotiate for the country north of 49 
Now, while we are acting on the question, we have 
a proposition offered, expressive of our earnest de- 
sire to negotiate and compromise this matter. Ne- 
gotiate for what? The British Government, we 
see, declares its intention was to negotiate for the 
territory between 49 and the Columbia; and if there 
is any foundation for putting such a construction 
on the clause of this resolution in favor of compro- 
mise, as to make it aequiesce in the expressed in- 
tentions of the British Government, | ask, is there 
a man in this Senate, or in the United States, who 
would dare to put such a weapon im the hands of 
the British Minister—who would give his vote for 
it? L apprehend not. [ have not heard a singie 
individual on either side, be his general views what 
they may, say he would come down short of 49. 

I cannot go, sir, for the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky either. It authorizes the 
President to give the notice at any time within 
twelve months after the expiration of the presert 
session of Congress. I do not pretend, sir, to ! 
anything of a diplomatist; but 1 think if we give 
this notice, the British Minister may say he does 
not want it; it is given for our own purposes and 
benefit; that we want the time specified, or we 
vould not give it; and resolve to proceed at once 
as at the expiration of the twelve months. How 
would you avoid this? I would not like to give it 
at all unless Congress was in session. One thing 
further in relation to this convention of 1827: 

“ Arr. 3. It is agreed that any country that may be claim- 
ed by either party on the nurthwest coast of America, west 
ward of the Stony mountains, shall, together with its har- 
bors, bays and creeks, and the navigation of all rivers W wh n 
the same, be free and open for the term of ten years trom tie 
date of the signature of the present convention, to the ves- 
sels, citizens, and subjects of the two Powers; it being We u 
understood that this agreement is not to be construed to te 
prejudice of any claim which either of the two high con- 
tracting parties may have to any part of the said country, 
nor shall it be taken to affect the claims of any other Power 
or State to any part of the said country ; the ouly object of 
the high contracting parties, in that respect, being to prevent 
disputes and differences among themselves.” 


Now, sir, I cannot see for the soul of me, from 
this, where we get the authority to settle this coun- 
try atall. At the time of this convention, it was 
a perfect wilderness. All either party wanted was 
a passage through this country in pursuit of We 
animals of the forest and the fish of the rivers, and 
if the country is to remain open, how we have the 
right to settle it is to me incomprehensible, if we 
are disposed to keep to the terms of this conven- 
tion. I do not believe we have. The very act of 
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taking possession of it by the British, of dotting it 
over with forts, in my opinion, abrogated this con- 


vey of the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
Carnoun] could be carried on consistently with 
this convention, I cannot understand. Allow me 
to ask if, in two years more, the Willamette val- 
ley will be open to our people, if this question is 
not now settled? No; it will be closed up. But 
| deem it indispensable that we give the notice be- 
fore we settle that country with our emigrants. It 
will be acting in good faith to do so, and declare 
our determination to the world that we are pre- 
ared to settle this question. R 

[am sorry, sir, for having detained the Senate 
so long. LT econelude with the hope that this body 
will pass the notice in some shape. And it seems 
to me, Whether war or peace proceed from it, we 
owe it to ourselves to settle this long-pending ques- 
ion. I hope we will pass it, and pass it without 
any condition such as will trammel it in the other 
House. 


Mr. McDUFFIE obtained the floor, and moved | 


an adjournment, 
THE ASHBURTON TREATY. 

Mr. WEBSTER asked for the reading of the 
message Which was received from the President. 

The message, which was in reply to a resolu- 
tion introduced by Mr. Wessrer calling for cer- 
tain correspondence relative to the Ashburton trea- 
ty, was then read. 

Mr. WEBSTER then inquired of the Senator 


whether his motion was to adjourn over until | 


Monday? 

Mr. McDUFFIE replied that it was simply to 
adjourn. 

Mr. WEBSTER wished, then, to say (and the 
motion to adjourn having been withdrawn for that 
purpose, Mr. W. proceeded to say) that,. in the 
course of the discussion upon the Oregon question, 
observations had been made, from various quarters 
of the Senate, in disparagement of the treaty of 
Washington of August, 1842. It was my fortune, 
(continued Mr. W.,) whether for good or evil for 
my country and myself, to have a hand in the ne- 
gotiation of that treaty. It was much discussed 
before the Senate, and that discussion was made 
public. In returning here again, sir, through the 
favor of the Commonwealth of which I am a citi- 
zen, nothing was further from any purpose of mine 
ian to revive, or to reconsider, or to discuss over 
again any of the questions connected with that 
treaty. ‘Chere have been sentiments expressed by 
Senators here very unfavorable to that treaty, but 
sentiments which of course gentlemen have a right 
woexpress. ‘The President of the United States at 
the time, and myself as Secretary of the Depart- 
ment of State, have been concerned in a transac- 
ton which has been submitted to the Senate, which 
was properly before the Senate, and was a fit sub- 
ject for discussion in the Senate. Nobody ever 
heard, or ever will hear, a word of complaint from 
me of anything said by any Senator in his place 
on that occasion. But since I have come here 
again, and, in the discussion of the Oregon ques- 
tion, allusions have been frequently made by way 
of disparagement to that treaty in many particu- 
lars, l have not thought it my duty to forbear a 
proper and just vindication of the treaty, as well 
for myself, who bore a secondary part in it, as for 
the then President, who gave it his sanction and 
submitted it to the Senate. 

lt is my purpose, therefore, with the leave of the 
Senate, to trespass, [ hope not too long, on its in- 
dulgence, as soon as I-:may have an opportunity, 
and to take occasion to reply to the allusions which 
have been made in this debate to the treaty of 
Washington. 

lt was with this view that I proposed to the Sen- 
ate a call for certain correspondence respecting the 
northeastern boundary which has not been pub- 
lished. I believe, in point of fact, that my call did 
lot extend so far as to embrace every unpublish- 


But how the system of masterly inac- | 


ed fact in the case; nevertheless, it extended far | 


enough for my purpose. The answer from the 
President, together with the documents asked for, 
are now in the hands of the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate,and my purpose is to move that they be printed 
for the use of the Senate and distributed; and, 4f 
the Senator from South Carolina conclude his re- 
marks to-morrow, it is my purpose to take up the 
subject to which I have referred, and detain the 
Senate for one hour upon it on Monday. 





The message was then ordered to be printed, 
and 


The Senate then adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, -fpril 3, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday (without having been 
read) was approved. : . 

Mr. ATKINSON asked leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read for information: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Navy be re- 
spectfully requested to furnish this House with a 
detailed statement showing the amount of pay and 
emoluments for the two last fiscal years of the sev- 
eral field officers and staff’ of the marine corps of 
the United States; also, the number of officers and 
marines in the service ot the United States, the 
number at each post, the stations of each officer: 
and that he report whether, in his opinion, the 
good of the service requires the number of officers 
and the grades now in the pay of the Government, 
and whether any reform, and if any, what reform, 
is required in said corps; and that he accompany 
his report with any remarks deemed pertinent by 
himself. . 

Mr. ASHMUN objected. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved a suspension of the 
rules, to enable the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Arkinson] to introduce the resolution. 

And the question having been taken, and two- 
thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules were sus- 
pended. 

And the resolution being thus before the House, 

Mr. ASHMUN submitted that, being a call for 
information, it must lie over one day. _ 

The SPEAKER so decided, except there should 
be unanimous consent, ora suspension of the rules. 

Mr. BOYD moved that the rules be suspended 
for the purpose of considering the resolution at 
this time. 

And the question having been taken, and two- 
thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules were sus- 
pended. 


And the question being on the adoption of the 


| resolution, 


Mr. HOGE called for its reading, and it was 
again read. 
Mr. BOYD demanded the previous question. 


There was a second. The main question was 


ordered, and, being taken, the resolution was 


adopted. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. BURT rose and asked leave of the House 
to make a personal explanation. 

Leave being granted, 

He said: It will be remembered, Mr. Speaker, 
that, a few days since, when a personal allusion 
was made to me by the honorable gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. G. Davis,] in relation to a com- 
munication made by the Secretary of War to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, of which I ama 
member, I stated that the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the House had made no call upon the 
Secretary of War, but that the communication 
which had been made by the Secretary of War to 
that committee was made of his own motion. The 
chairman of that committee, as well as myself, 
stated to the House that the information furnished 
the committee by the Secretary of War was of a 
confidential nature. I then denied, sir, in answer 
to the gentleman from Kentucky, that there was 
any other secrecy in that communication than such 
as the injunction of confidence implies. 1 perceive 
that the statement which, on that occasion, I made 
to the House, has been controverted by the editor 
of the ‘‘Union,’’ in an article of the 31st March. 
It was my desire, as is known to the chairman of 


| the Military Committee, to have made the correc- 
tion which I now desire to make, the very morn- 

ing this article appeared; but at his suggestion, it 
_ has been deferred unto the present time. 


The article headed ‘* Estimates of the War and 
Navy Departments for National Defence,” in the 
editorial columns of the ‘*Union’”’ of the 31st 
March, says: 


“The military and naval committees of Congress, accord- 
ing to a long-established usage, communicated with the de- 
partments, and asked their views as to the increase of our 
national defences.” 


Now, I repeat, sir, that the Committee on Mil- 


| itary Affairs of this House made no such commu- 


nication to the Secretary of War. 
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The article proceeds: 

“They [the Secretaries of War and of the Navy} did not 
think proper to withhold from the committees of Congress 
the estimates and suggestions of the bureaus. These were 
also communicated, and in the usual manner, without any 
injunction of secrecy whatever, except that the Secretary of 
War very properly suggested that come facts as set forth in 
the reports of the military bureaus, and understood to relate 
to the weakness of some military positions, should not be 
made public.*? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have the permission of the 
Committee on Military Attairs of this House to 
use, for the purpose of my statement, a letter to the 
chairman from the Secretary of War, of 3ist of 
December, 1845. ‘The tullowing is an extract from 

hat letter: 

‘Sin: The chairman of the Committee of the Senate on 
Military Affairs having sent to me the resolution of that body 
inquiring into the condition of our fortifications, &e., and 
desired to be furnished with such intormation as [had to 
oifer in regard to the matters embraced in that resolution, I 
transmitted to him a communication from Major General 


Scott tome on molitary aiiiire, and two reports, one from 


the Chief Engineer, and one from the officer in charge of the 


ordnance bureau, accompanied by remarks of my own on 
the subject treated of in these documents. | herewith send 
you copies, or rather duplicates of each of these papers for 
tiie use of yourself and the military committee of the House, 
with the request that they may not be made public. It would 
be detrimental tothe public interest if the fucts therein stated 
should be known to a foreign Power, which may, in the 
course of events, become the enemy of the United States.”’ 


I have further to say, sir, that not only was this 
request distinctly made, as his letter shows, but 
there was no intimation that a single fact in the 
reports from the bureaus to him might be made 
public by the committee, 

It is due to the Secretary of War that IT should 
say that, althouch he did, as he states tn his letter, 
communicate these estimates to the House com- 
mittee in consequence of the re solution of the Sen- 
ate, and not of any application to him by the com- 
mittee of the House, [ deem this communication 
eminently judicious and proper. I do not perceive 
that the slightest censure can be imputed to the 
Secretary of War for making this communication. 
It had been called for by a resolution of the Sen- 
ate, and it was expedient and becoming that it 
should have been submitted to the appropriate 
committee of this House. The state of the coun- 
try, at that time, rendered it, in my estimation, 
not only proper, but necessary. 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


Mr. R. SMITH moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, with a view to take up the Cumberland 
road bill. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE made an ineffectual effort to 
present a memorial on a subject which he said 
was now undergoing the investigation of a com- 
mittee, 

The question on the motion of Mr. Samira hav- 
ine been taken, and decided in the affirmative, 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Foor, of 
Vermont, in the chair.) 

Mr. R. SMITH moved that the committee take 
up the bill making an appropriation for the Cum- 
berland road. 

Mr. BRODHEAD indicated the bill in relation 
to the licensing of canal boats. 

Mr. RATHBUN indicated the bill in relation to 
the appointment of officers. 

The question having been taken on the motion 
of Mr. Smiru, the vote stood—ayes 81, noes 25. 

No quorum voting. 

A second count was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 80, noes 22. 

Still no quorum voted. 

Mr. YANCEY moved that the committee rise, 
and report the fact to the House. 

Some conversation followed, in which Messrs. 
G. W. JONES, DANIEL, COBB, YANCEY, 
and the CHAIRMAN, participated— 

When, to test the fact whether a quorum was 
present or not, : i 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the committee rise, 
and asked for tellers, who were appointed. 

And the vote being taken, stood—ayes 37, noes 
86. Soa quorum voted. 

But the committee refused to rise. 

And the question having been again taken on 
the motion 7 Mr. R. Smiru, it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the committee proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill to provide for the continuation of the 
Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois; which is in the following words: 
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“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives | 


of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the sum of one hundred thousand dollars be, and the same 
ie hereby, appropriated for the purpose of continuing the 
Crimberland road in the State of Ohio; that the sum of one 
boadred and fifty thousand doliars be, and the same is here- 
by, appropriated for the continuation of said road in the 
State of Indiana; aud that the sam of one hundred and fifty 
thousand doliars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
for the continuation of said road in the Stute of Iilinois; 
which several sums shall be paid out of any money in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated, and replaced out of the 
fund reserved for laying out and making roads under the di- 
rection of Congress, by the several acts passed for the ad 
iniasion of the States of Ohio, Indiana, Minois, and Missouri, 
into the Union on an equal footing w ith the original States. 

“Seo. 2. 4nd be it further enacted, That the moneys here- 
by appropriated for the construction of the said road in the 
States of Ohio and Indiana shall be expended, as far as prac- 
ticable, in completing said road continuously, to the end that 
the finished portions of said road may be surrendered to the 
respective Buttes: Provided, That this restriction shail not 
interfere with the necessary repeirs on the whole line of 
said road in said States: dad provided further, That the part 
of sad road to be covered with stone shall not exceed the 
width of sixteen fect 

“See. 3. Aud be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of War forthwith to cause the work 
herein provided for.to be specified, and immediately there- 
after to let the same in separate divisions within the respec- 
tive States (the work in cach State to constitute a division) 
to the lowest substantial bidder, taking bond and security 
for the performance of the contract, having previously given 
due notice of such letting 

“See, 4. And he it further enacted, That the money 
by appropriated to be expended in the State of Miinois, sill 
be applied wholly to grading and bridging said road.’ 


here- 


The bill having been read, 

Mr. WICK presuming, lie said, that in all prob- 
ability no bill making an appropriation of money 
for this object could pass this House, moved, at 
the suggestion of members better acquainted with 
the rules of order than himself, to strike out from 
the bill all after the enacting clause, and insert the 
following substitute: 


© That there be, and hereby is, granted to the States of 
Ohio, Lidiana, Miinois, and Missouri, for tie purpose of com 
pleting the Cumberland road in the three first-named States, 
and to Jefferson city in the last-named, the quantity of pub- 
lic lands hereinatter named, lying in said States respectively, 
and not otherwise appropriated, to wit: To the State of 
Ohio, three tundred and forty-four thousand acres; to the 
State of Indiana, nine bundred and twenty-one thousand 
six hundred acres; to the State of [linois, one million three 
hundred and eighty-nine thousand three hundred and sixty 
acres; and to the State of Missouri, one million three hun 
dred and thirty-one thousand eight hundred and thirty-two 
acres; Which said lands hereby granted to the said States of 
Ohio, Indiana, Ulinois, and Missoum, shail be selected by 
agents to be appointed by the Governors of “aid States re 
spectively. And the selections, when made, shall be re- 
ported to the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

“Sec... And beit further enacted, That all the lands grant 
ed by the firat section of this act shall be disposed of by or 
under the authority of the several States respectively, and 
the proceeds thereof shali be exclusively applied to the com 
pletion of the Cumberland road in said States, and for no 
other purpose whatsoever. And whenever the President 
shall be notified by the Governors, or by the proper authori- 
ties of the several States, (or either of them.) Ot their read 
iness to proceed to the selcetion of the lands hereinbefore 
granted, he shall cause the further sale of land in said States 
to be suspended until said lands are selected: Provided, 
That such suspension shall not continue for a longer period 
than three months: Provided further, That the State of 
Ohio may select the whole or any part of the lands granted 
to said State from either of the States through which the 
said road is laid out after said States shall have selected the 
lands granted to them by this act. 

* Seeo.3. and he it further enacted, That when the aforesaid 
lands shall have been selected, the Cumberland road, with 
all materials which may have been procured by the United 
Stites for the prosecution of the same, shall be surrendered 
to the said States respectively, and the entire coutrol there- 
of shall thereatter be vested in said States; and said road shall 
be completed within cight years from the passage of this act, 
and, when completed, shall be free from any tolls or charges 
whatever for any property of the United States, or persous 
in their service passing along the same. 

“Sec. 4. dnd be ii further enacted, That in case either 
of the aforesaid States shall fail to complete the said road 
within the time specified in this act, such State so failing 
shall forfeit to the United States all the lands which may re 
main unsold, and also be holden to pay to the United States 
all moneys received for lands sold, and not expended in 
making said road, as provided in this act 

“Sec. 5. .4nd he it further enacted, That the said lands 
hereby granted to said States shall not be disposed of at a 
less price than the minimum price, for the time being, of 
other public lands belonging to the United States. And if 
any of the Jands selected under the provisions of this act 
shall be claimed under any of the pre-emption laws of the 
United States at the time of the selection thereof, the said 
States shall be, and hereby aré; required to extend to said 
claimants all the benefits which they would be entitled to 
if the same had not thus been selected: Provided, That the 
lands selected within the State of Ohio, after offering them 
at public sale, which shall be done within one year after 
such selection, may be at ail times liable to private entry at 
the same minimum of other public lands belonging to the 
United States.* 


Mr. R. SMITH sent to the Clerk ’s table, to be 
read, a memorial which he had this morning re- 
ceived from citizens of Ilinois, remonstrating 
against the land plan of appropriation, 


Mr. SCHENCK also sent to the table a remon- 
strance of a similar kind. 

Mr. R. SMITH then addressed the committee 
briefly in explanation and in vindication of his 
own course of acuon on this subject. He believed 
that it was the duty of this Government to make 
appropriations in money for the continuation and 
completion of the Cumberland road, but he had 
litle hope now that anything of that kind could 
be obtained; for ever since the year 1838 the peo- 
ple had been knocking at the doors of Congress, 
and had never obtained a dollar. He was in favor 
of the money appropriation. He would be glad 
if such a bill could pass. He did not believe that 
it could; but he believed that seven-eighths of his 
constituents would rather have an appropriation of 
land than have nothing at all. It was because of 
the repeated failure in this House to procure ap- 
propriations of money, and because half a loaf 
was better than no bread, that he was willing to 
accept of the land appropriation. A more solemn 
compact than that made between these States and 
the General Government for the completion of this 
road had never been entered into. 

Mr. WICK said he had held a consultation with 
his colleagues, through whose distriets the Cum- 
berland road passed, and they had come to the 
conclusion that the passage of a bill appropriating 
nioney for the continuance of the Cumberland 
road, was doubtful, if not hopeless, and that there 
was a better prospect of passing a bill making a 
grant of land for that purpose; and therefore he 
should offer an amendment to that effect, which he 
hoped would be acceptable to the committee. 

tle briefly advocated the appropriation on the 
eround that the Government had commenced the 
same, and thereby taught the people to expect its 
contunuation and completion. This expectation 
had grown into a positive anticipation by yearly 
appropriations made, and continued for a series of 
years, down to 1838. Having thus been taught to 
expect appropriations, a failure gave rise to heart- 
burnings and dissatisfaction. It was, in point of 
fact, a very troublesome question in Indiana. No 
man would be elected unless he would pledge him- 
self to support appropriations for the road—the 
Legislature had and would continue to adopt reso- 
lutions in favor of such appropriations. ‘The peo- 
ple of Indiana would contunue to ask. But if his 
amendment could be adopted, and the bill soamend- 
ed be passed into a law, it would put the subject 
forever at rest. For although it was true that the 
land granted by the amendment would be very in- 
adequate to the completion of the road, it would 
nevertheless go a good way towards the same, and 
the State, thus aided, could devise means to raise 
the deticiency. ‘The lands were of small value, 
and would net the Government but little. The 
State could nurse the lands, pay them out to con- 
tractors, or laborers on the aed. or hold them till, 
by lapse of time, they should become valuable. 

“He said he hoped the committee would see that 


good policy required the adoption of his amend- | 


ment, and that such as desired to see the measure 
successful would vote for it; and he also hoped 
that the House would see the policy of putting this 
subject forever at rest. In his friendly interviews 
with great numbers of his constituents, he had 
informed them that if this grant of land were ob- 
tained, it would end appropriations for the Cum- 
berland road in Indiana, Ohio, and Illinois. Al- 
though the measure of justice was very deficient, 
he yet believed that his constituents, discouraged 
by a failure to obtain money appropriations for the 
last eight years, would be contented with the land 
grant, and forever after hold their peace. He 
trusted the House would appreciate this modera- 
tion, and not hesitate to make the grant. 

Mr. FARAN insisted, in a few brief remarks, 
that the Government should stand by its original 
compact with the States—not by the appropriation 
of lands, but by appropriations of money, as the 
had heretofore been made, for the completion of 
this road. If the Government was not bound by 
such a compact, he would not vote a single dollar 
nor a solitary acre, because the construction of the 
road by the General Government could be justified 
on no other ground than the compact which she 
had made with these States when they came into 
the Union. 

Mr. PETTIT concurred entirely in the opinion 
expressed by the gentleman who had just taken 
his seat, [Mr. Faran,] that the only ground on 
which the construction of this road by the General 
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Government could be urged, was by virtue of the 
various compacts which had been made with the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, and, ata sy. 
sequent period, with Missouri; and he, for one 

was here to demand the right of these States to the 
appropriation of so much money as was necessary 
to the construction of the road. He did not con. 
cur with the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Wicx ] 
that if the amendment was agreed to, the people 
would never ask anything more here. 

Mr. WICK. It is a matter of perfect under- 
standing between myself and my constituents, thar 
1 would take this course, made so upon most ocea- 
sions when I met them on the stump. 

Mr. PETTIT differed with the gentleman and 
with his constituents. He would not give the Jioht. 
est feather that the breese ever blew for all the land 
that Congress would give, for it was not accordine 
to the compact. He would enter into no such un. 
derstanding as that which the gentleman had indi- 
cated; and he should vote against the amendment. 

Mr. SCHENCK obtained the floor, but yielded 
for the moment to— , 

Mr. YELL, who gave notice of the following 
amendment: - 

* Be it further enacted, That the said road shall be eon. 

tinued from St. Louis, in Missouri, through the States of 
Missouri and Arkansas, the nearest and most practicable 
route to San Antonio, in the State of Texas; and for the 
completion of said road in the States of Missouri and Arkan- 
sas there is hereby granted to each of the States for the pur 
pose aforesaid 540,000 acres of public land, to be selected by 
the Governors of the several States aforesaid, and to be dis 
posed of by the Legislatures thereof for the completion of 
said road in said States—that being the quantity of public 
land granted to the State of Ohio over and above the quan 
tity granted to the other new States of this Union. 

“4nd be it further enacted, That the sum of $50,000 be, 
| and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in 
the treasury not otherwise appropriated to complete the said 
Cumberland road in the State of 'Texas.’’ 

Mr. SCHENCK then took the floor, and spoke 
at some length in opposition to the amendment of 
Mr. Wick, and in urgent advocacy of the claims 
of the road as it was at present established, and as 
a national work which the Government was bound 
to complete. He desired that an appropriation 
should be made, and that it should be made in the 
ey form of an appropriation of money. Mr. 
S. yielded the floor frequently for purposes of ex- 
planation and inquiry. 

Mr. S8., in the course of his remarks, alluding to 
the grant of 400,000 acres of land to Alabama for 
the Muscle Shoals canal, said that the committee 
must have a lively recollection of the controversy 
we had witnessed a few days ago on this floor 
among the members from that State in regard to 
the management of that fund. It had been charged, 
by at least one member from that State, that there 
had been fraud, and mismanagement, and squan- 
dering of that fund; and the member had done this 
in the strongest terms, using language, indeed, so 
strong that he (Mr. 8.) did not think proper to 
employ or repeatit. He wanted to take no part 
in the dispute between different members of the 
delegation from that State. He did not know what 
the facts might be. He referred, however, to the 
difficulty about that fund, and to the question and 
controversy about the disposition of the proceeds 
of those lands, as an illustration of the impolicy 
of that form of appropriation. 

Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN, (Mr. S. yielding 
the floor,) said, that on the occasion alluded to, he 
had said distinctly, and now repeated, that in the 
management of that fund, Alabama had acted not 
only faithfully, but wisely; that, so far from having 
disgraced herself, or speculated or peculated in the 
transaction, he stated now, as he had stated then, 
that by the faithful, wise, prudent, and economical 
| management of the fund, it had been made to yield 

the uttermost farthing, and had been not only faith- 
fully, but honestly, wisely, and economically ex- 
pended. The lands had been sold for their full 
value. The mode adopted for disposing of them 
was the best that could have been, with a view 0! 
increasing the fund. Those who at the time be- 
lieved that they ought to have been sold at auction, 
became convinced that they were in error, and that 
the mode adopted—that by valuation—proved to be 
the best in view of increasing the fund. 
| Mr. C. said he was prepared, with documents on 
| file, to show that the charges made against Alabama, 
‘and those who managed this fund, were destitute 
_of any foundation. He challenged the strictest in- 
vestigation. He would do more—he would take 
| the aflimative, and show that in the whole transac- 
tion, no shadow of just complaint could be made. 
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By doeuments on file, he could show that no fund rf 
had ever been more faithfully or economically ex- | 
pended to the perfect satisfaction of this Govern- | 
ment as well as of Alabama. The work, as far as | 
it had been done, (and every dollar and more had | 
been expended,) had cost less than any other work 
of the same kind in the country, and had been as | 
well done. In addition to the proceeds of the sale 
of the land, Alabama had appropriated some forty 
thousand dollars; and by a few patriotic citizens of 
that State, including some of the canal commission- 
ers,as he (Mr. C.) had been informed, had advanced | 
out of their own private funds a considerable sum 
in addition, towards the work, that has never been | 
refunded. ; 

Mr. SCHENCK then concluded his remarks. | 

Mr. CALEB B. SMITH followed. He urged | 
the strong claims that the people of the West had | 
upon the Government—not only by virtue of the | 
compact, but upon the abstract merits of the work | 
itself without reference to that compact. He hoped | 
that Congress would now settle the question finally | 
—ihat it would either resume the work or abandon 

forever. 

7 Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES (Mr. Smitu yield- 
ine) said he desired to know whether he was to 
understand the gentleman, as a western man, to 
say that if the question was now decided in the 
affirmative or the negative, it would never be taken | 
again ? 

he. SMITH. It is not in my power to make | 
pledges as to what the action of a subsequent Con- 
gress may be. For my own part, I am confident | 
that the people interested in the road will never be 
satisfied until at least partial, if not full, justice be 
done in relation to this matter. 

Mr. HOLMES. If the gentleman is here at the 
next session of Congress, and this question should | 
now be decided one way or another, will he say 
that he will trouble himself no further about it? 

Mr. SMITH. I will not make any premature 
committals. I wish to leave myself perfect liberty 
of action so long as I remain here. 

Mr. OWEN took the floor, but yielded for a 
moment to— 

Mr. G. W. JONES, between whom and Mr. 
Cc. B. SMITH and Mr. BOYD, some conversa- | 
tion passed. 

Mr. OWEN further yielded, to enable 

Mr. G. DAVIS to give notice of the following 
amendment: é 

‘And whereas certain States received 500,000 
acres of land, under and by virtue of an act entitled 
‘Anact to appropriate the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands, and to grant pre-emption rights,’ ap- 
proved September 14th, 1841: Be it further enacted, 
That each and every State of the United States, | 
other than those to which the said 500,000 acres of 
land were appropriated by the act aforesaid, shall 
be entitled, and there is hereby appropriated to each 
of them, 500,000 acres of land, and each of such 
States may select that quantity out of any of the 
unappropriated public lands, in quantities of not 
less that 160 acres: Provided, That the lands which 
every State may select under this act, shall be sur- 
veyed and sold by the authority and officers of the 
United States Government, as other public lands; 
and as the money may be received, it shall be oy 
over to the States whose lands may have been sold.’’ 

Mr. OWEN said: I propose to detain the com- 
mittee but a few minutes by any remarks of mine. 

I shall vote for the substitute offered by my col- 
league, [Mr. Wick]—the substitute proposing an 
appropriation of lands, and cutting off the Cum- 
berland road forever from Federal legislation. I 
shall vote for it, not for the reasons suggested by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. eoneces as those 
which, he supposed, guided the friends of that 
amendment; not because I will take it as the best 
I can get; not that I put up with it as thinking that 
half a loaf is better than no bread; but because | | 
prefer it. 

I shall vote for it, because I desire to see the 
question of this road, so far as the action of Con- | 
gress is concerned, settled now, at once, and for- 
ever. I desire never to hear the words ‘* Cumber- 
land road’? pronounced in this Hall again. Asa 
western man I desire this. J believe there 1s not a 
question, of no greater magnitude, that has done 
us, in the West, more harm than this. It misleads 
our politicians. Ittempts them into latitudinarian 
views on the subject of internal improvement. In 
one sense we can hardly be said to be free agents | 
in the matter. A public expectation has grown |! 
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up, create], very naturally, if not very justly, by 
our past legislation; a public expectation in regard 
to the completion of this road, which causes our 
Legislature of Indiana to pass, year after year, 
resolutions unanimously, instructing our Senators, 
and requesting our Representatives, to vote for ap- 
propriations on this road. Toa feeling so general, 
we must needs, in a measure, defer. see no end 
to these expectations, nor to the yearly excitements 
to which they will necessarily give rise on this floor, 
I see not how the Gordian knot can be untied; 
therefore I prefer to cut it. 

Sir, I do not share the constitutional scruples of 
some among the strictest constructionists of the 
House. I see not that we are forbidden to im- 
prove and adorn the grounds around this Capitol, or 
to purchase a library of Congress, though neither 
object be expressly specified in the Constitution. 1 
see no constitutional objection to building such 
magnificent pillars as those which surround our 
chamber, unnecessary as they are, and sorry as I 
am to see them here where they injure instead of 
benefiting. But I do see great and growing evils, 
{ see yearly increasing dangers, in that principle, 
which would ingraft on our Federal legislation a 
mammoth system of internal improvements. Iam 
opposed to it, on every principle of expediency. 
It is bad enough, that States should engage in such. 
I speak of that which I have had occasion to know. 
I have passed through the period of internal im- 
provements in our State; and I may add, have 
done what I could to aid in arresting her in her 
headlong course. Yet, asa general rule, a State 
can better and more safely conduct internal im- 
provements than the General Government; a coun- 


_ ty better than a State; and better yet individuals 


than acounty. The further the executive power 
is removed from the business to be done, the more 
chance of wasteful expenditure and of corrupting 
patronage. j 
and necessary limits the sphere of Federal legisla- 
tion; and of all such extensions, this of internal 
improvements is one of the most insidious; one the 
most necessary to be guarded and controlled. 

J am sorry this matter of the Cumberland road 


| Stands as it does; but, so standing, I think we shall 


never be able to terminate it on better terms than 


_ to grant these lands, and have done with it. Nom- 
| inaily the lands may be called worth a dollar and 
|| a quarter an acre. They will not fetch it. Indeed, 
| there have been repeated proposals to reduce the 


= of public lands in old districts like these, to 
1alf or even a fourth of their present value. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Seasorn 
Jones] asks what security there is, that, if this bill 
— no further appropriation for the road will 
1ereafter be asked. Undoubtedly we are unable 


|| to pledge or control our successors. Tor ourselves | 
| we may promise, for them we cannot. 


But there 
is abundant security in the nature of the case. If, 


already, the Cumberland road can hardly get the 
vote necessary to bring it up, or to pass the small- 


| est appropriation, what chance, what possibility is 
| there, that, loaded down with this bill, and the 


virtual pledge embraced in and accompanying it, 
it should ever again see the light here? All who 
remember the last night of a former session can 
estimate the violence of the feeling that already op- 
poses it. 


at once any attempt, if such should ever be made, 


to revive a dispute confessedly compromised and | 


settled. 
It is not for me to dictate to my fellow-members 


|| in regard to their couse in voting; but I may be 
| allowed to express a hope that gentlemen will vote 
| in good faith on the amendment. 


_ Ifany one pre- 
fers the substitute, (in case any bill passes,) then I 


trust he will vote to insert it instead of the original 


should pass, then he can vote against the passage 


| of the bill as amended. 


I repeat, sir, my hope, that the substitute may 
be adopted, so that we may get rid forever of what 


my colleague [Mr. Cares B. Smirn] has well 
called a vexed question. 


Mr. FICKLIN said: Mr. Chairman, I am re- | 
| joiced that we have at length, after many an unsuc- 


cessful struggle, succeeded in bringing up for con- 
sideration the bill making an appropriation of 
money 
road. This is the first time, since I have had the 
honor of a seat on this floor, that we have been 
able to have it considered on its own merits asa 
substantive proposition. 


It is unwise to extend beyond simple | 


Increased by this bill it will overwhelm | 


If, afterwards, he prefers that no bill at all 


for the continuation of the Cumberland | 


Last session an appro- | 
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priation for the Cumberland road was placed in 
the harbor and river bill, but it did not receive the 
sanction of the Executive. 

Here I may be permitted to say that I voted 
against the harbor and river bill of last session, for 
the reason that 1 though: we could not sanction 
that bill without adopting the principle involved 
and embraced in the general system of internal im- 
provement, so much denounced by the Democratic 
party, and so justly exploded and repudiated by 
the people. 

If we are to have a system of internal improve- 
ment, itis clear that we cannot have a reduction 
of the tariff; for it is necessary to have high taxes 
in order to raise money to keep up such a system— 
it will not, cannot go on without money; that mo- 
ney is a tax upon labor, and must be raised and 
collected from the people, either by a tariff or di- 
rect taxation. 

The Democrats in my district are in favor ofa 
reduction of the tariff; and however desirable it may 
be to have an appropriation for the road, they 
would not be willing to abandon their principles, 
and to fasten upon the country a general system of 
internal improvement, involving an expenditure of 
fifty millions of money annually, even to secure 
an appropriation on the Cumberland road. 

The true friends of the road, as well now as 
heretofore, are and have been in favor of letting 
that work stand upon its own merits—upon the 
plighted faith of the Government to complete it; 
and they have not been, and are not now, willing 
to place it in an omnibus bill of internal improve 
ment. Even should such a bill pass at this ses- 
sion, with the road appropriation in it, which I do 
not believe, yet it might be left out the next ses- 
sion; we would have no guaranty, no assurance 
that it would be continued; if the same amount of 
money would at the next session secure a greater 
number of votes, then the road would be abandon- 
ed, and some new work adopted. 

The friends of the road, therefore, both on the 
score of principle and of policy, are right in ad- 
hering to the old landmarks, which are, to let the 
road rest upon its own merits, and to require the 
Government to redeem its faith by its completion. 
This is the true ground, and the one from which 
we should not depart. 

Two propositions have been presented at this 
session of Congress for the benefit of the Cumber- 
land road. One is the usual bill appropriating 
money for the continuation of the road; and the 
other bill provides for granting lands for that ob 
ject to the several States, as follows: To Ohio 








ee 


‘344,000, to Indiana 921,600, to Illinois 1,389,360, 


to Missouri 1,339,832: in all, 3,986,792 acres of 
land; which it is thought would be sufficient to 
complete the road without any additional calls 
upon the General Government. | 

The bill now under consideration is the one ap- 
propriating money, and the land bill will not in 
any way conflict with it. We should first test the 
strength of the money bill, and pass it, if possible; 


| and if we cannot pass it, then make a decided ef- 


fort for the lands. 

My purpose next is, to show that this road forms 
no part of, and has never been connected with, any 
system of internal improvement at any time estab- 
lished in this country; but, on the contrary, that it 
is part and parcel of the land system, as established 
by this Government over the lands obtained by the 
cession of Virginia. By the deed of cession, which 
was accepted by Congress on the first of March, 
1784, Virginia ceded to the United States, without 
receiving any equivalent therefor,a portion of Ohio, 
and all of Indiana, Illinois,and Michigan, together 
with the territory of Wisconsin. On the 23d of 
April, 1784, a committee of Congress, of which 
Thomas Jefferson was a member, reported the cele- 
brated ordinance of that date. On the 20th of ae? 
1785, Congress were another ordinance touch 
ing that subject. And on the 13th of July, 1787, 
the committee, of which Nathan Dane wasa mem- 
ber, reported the well-known and highly-valued or- 
dinance of that date;—which said several ordinan- 
ces formed the basis of the survey and sales of the 
land ceded to the General Government by Virginia; 

rovides against the taxation of those lands by the 
inhabitants; for their survey into sections; estab- 
lishing a territorial government; and makes its nav- 
igable rivers free forever to the whole country; and 
in short, lays the foundation for all the valuable 
institutions—social, political, and religious—which 
we now enjoy in so eminent a degree. 
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The Constitution of the United States was finally 
adopted by the convention that framed it, on the 
17th day of September, 1787, but not ratified by 
the States for some time afterwards. 

‘Thus it will be seen—and I call attention spe- 
cially to the fact—that at the time when the Con- 
sutution was adopted, the United States not only 
held these lands in these new States through which 
the road passes, but that Congress had then passed 
the three several ordinances above referred to. 

in this connexion we see the importance of the 
second clause of the thind section and fourth article 
of that instrument, which is in these words: 















‘The Congress 





shall have power to dispose of, and make 








all needful rules and regulations respecting Uie territory or 
other property belonging to the United States; and nothing 
in thie Constitution shall be so construed as to prejudice any 
claims of the United States, or of any particular State.” 
f ‘Thus it will be seen that the framers of the Con- 
titution, in adopting this provision, had an eye to 
the future disposition of the territory belonging to 
the Government; and with that fur-seeing sagacity 
which characterizes the statesmen of that day, they 
ive Congress full power and authority to dispose 
of, and to regulate, whatever territory the Govern- 
mentmichtown. Itisasubstantive grantof power, 
and there was something tangible for the power to 
operate upon when the rrant w made; for we then 
owned, as is above shown, the very lands through 
, which the road passes. lience it follows, that Con- 
gress has fall and ample authority to dispose of 
these lands—if indeed they do not belong to the 
States in which they lie by virtue of their coming 
into and forming part of the « onfederacy—and wo 
make all needful rules and regulations concerning 
' them. 

What was the first object of the Government in 
revard to the lands? it was to sell them in order 
io realize money to pay the then national debt; 
and, also, to furnish homes for the citizens of the 
diovernment; which has always, however, been 
too much of as condary object, 

It cannot, | think, be successfully controverted, 
that Coneress has ample power and authority to 

-s do any and eve rything, in reg urd to disposing of 
ge; the public domain, which m ly be deemed proper 
; and expedient. ‘The power doubtless exists in 
Congress to grant it without money and without 

price, to individuals or to States, as has been done 

repentedly. The power certainly exists to grant 

land for the construction of roads and canals, or 

making other improvements through the lands, as 

has been done time and again for the purpose of 

enhancing Its price, or of facilitating mtercourse 

: between diferent portions of the Union. 

‘The wise men of this nauion conceived the plan 
of opening a ereat national thoroughfare from 
Cumberland, in the State of Maryland, to and 
through the lands thus owned by the Government. 
lience, in the admission of the new States into the 
Union, the following provisions were made: 

The S of Ohio was the first of the fa nily of 

esters (which promibse 3s lo become 80 numerous 
wid » populous) that knocked at the door of ¢ ‘On- 

. evess far admission into the Union as a sovereizn 
Ohio was admitted into the Union in 1802, 
i the following stipulation in regard to apply- 
ing a portion of the proce eds of the public lands to 
i the purposes of constructing roads to the State: 
OQue-twent i part of the net proceeds of the lands lying 
WW iif i? , sold by Congress, from and aiter the 
t Thetli of June next, after deducting all expenses inci 
* dent to t rar hall be applied to the laying out and 
i kia t roads, leading trom the nay ible waters 
‘ ist mte th Atiantic to the Ohio. to the said Stat 
of . i through the same; such roads to be laid out under the 
‘ autaorty of Congress, with the consent of the several States 
turough Waica the road shall pass.”—Laws ef the United 
‘ ‘ . i : 
a Indiana w admitted im 1816, with this pro- 


\ non that subject: 





‘ive per cent. of the net proceeds of the lands lying 

m t id ‘Ternivry, and which shall be solid by Con- 

ma and after the first day of December next, after 

t icting all expenses incident to the same, shall be reserved 
tor making public roads and canals, of which three-filths 
all be applied to those objects withia the State, under the 
direction of the Leyt-lature thereof, and two-filths to the 
iKking of a road or roads leading to the said State. under the 


um of Congress.”’—Laws of U. S., vol. 6, p. 69. 


[inois was admitted in 1818, with this provision 


vy) ¢} } t* 
Or wit suvject; 











Five per cent, of the net proceeds of the lands lying 
with wh State, and which shall be sold by Congress, from 











a alter the firet day of January, 1819, after deducting all 
eSponees tacident to the same, shall be reserved for the pur 
I s tollowing, Viz: two-fifths to be disbursed, under the 
uirection of Congress, in making roads leading to the State, 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





April 3, 


The money collected from the sales of land does 
not stand in the relation, and should not be regard- 
ed in the same light, as money collected by taxa- 


the residue to be appropriated, by the Legislature of the 
State, for the encouragement of learning, of which one-sixth 
part shall be exclusively bestowed on acollege or univer- 
sity.”’—Laws of the United States, vol. 6, p. 297. 

And Missouri, in 1820, with the following pro- 
vision: 


tion. ‘Taxesare taken from the pockets of the 
people by legal exactions, and can only be collect. 
ed legitimately for the support of the Government. 
The taxing power is a necessary evil, a burden 
upon the people,one which they have to bear for 
the purpose of sustaining their Government; and 


“Five per cent. of the net proceeds of the sale of lands 
lying within the said Territory or State, and which shall be 
sold by Congress, from and after the first day of January 
next, alter deducting all expenses incident to the same, shall 


be reserved tor making public roads and canals, of which se : . ca 
three-fifths shall be applied to those objects within the State, | YOU Cannot tax A for the purpose of raisine a 


under the direction of the Legislature thereof; and the other 
two fifiis in defiaying, under the direction of Congress, the 
expenses to be incurred in making of a road or roads, canal 
or canals, lending to tue said State.”"—Luws of the United 
States, vol. 6, yp. 452. 


bounty to bestow @n B. The public lands and the 
land fund, however, occupy another and a very 
different position. The land, so far as this road 
has for the present heen constructed, was ceded to 
us by Virginia; it Gost us nothing, so far as the 
grant is concerned; the money accruing from it 
therefore is not colleeted by a tariff or by direc: 
taxation, but results from the voluntary act of 
those wishing to purchase it. The principle, the re- 
fore, that you cannot tax A against his will for the 
benefit of B, has no application to this fund, and 
the same authority in the Constitution which gives 
Congress the unlimited control over the land itsel/, 
necessarily includes the power of disposing of the 
proceeds thereof. The land fund should have 
been kept separate and distinct from the tax fund, 
or the money arising from the tarifl; they are dit- 
ferent and distinct, and should never have been 
mixed the one with the other. The true reason for 
mingling them together may be found in the weak- 
ness of the new States at the time, in their infan- 
tine and helpless condition. Had that fund ac- 
crued from lands lying in the strong and populous 
old States, it would have been kept distinet, and 
known as the land fund; and it would in all prob- 
ability have been appropriated within the limits 
of those States from which it was collected. 

Holding, then, the settled opinion that Convress 
has ample power to dispose of whatever title the 
Government may have in the public domain, | 
would invite the attention of the members from 
older portions of the Union to the fact that, afier 
the next census, the star of empire will be found 
in the West; the sceptre of political power wil! 
have departed, not from Judah, but from the old 
to the new States. Let this admonition commend 
itself to the sober senses of those members from 
the old States who are dividing out for the last 
time the money appropriations of this Govern- 
ment. The old States have been voracious and 
unfaithful stewards, and have divided the public 
treasures amongst themselves. It can searcely be 
expected that when power changes hands, those 
who have been so deeply and vitally wronged will 
fail to exercise it. 

After the census of 1850, the new States will 
claim the public domain lying within their limits, 
and they will have the force to make that claim re- 
spected. Those who come after us under the 
next census will but follow the dictates of right 
and justice by placing the new States on the same 
footing with the old, by securing to them the pub- 
lic domain within their limits. Until that is done, 
our policy should be to grant lands to the States to 
aid in their improvements, and to grant to each 
actual setler, who is unable to purchase a home, 
eighty acres of land, if he will cultivate it for the 
term of five years. 

To show the rapid growth of the new States, I 
quote from the speech of Mr. Calhoun, made in 
the Senate on the 15th of January, 1839: 


You will perceive, sir, from the foregoing ex- 
tracts, that Congress had covenanted with the new 
States to make advances for roads; and they stipu- 
lated, in consideration therefor, not to tax the lands 
of the General Government for five years after they 
were sold, or had passed into other hands. ‘This 
fund had accumulated from 1802 to 1806; at which 
time the first law was enacted on the subject of the 
Cumberland road during the Administration of Mr. 
Jeiferson, and received his approval. ‘This road 
continued to receive appropriauons from time to 
time, for a period of more than thirty years. It 
has received the approving sanction of six Presi- 
dents of this nation, with the father of Democra- 
cy (Thomas Jeilerson) at their head; it has re- 
ceived the aid and support of the distinguished 
statesmen of Virginia and of South Carolina, and 
the whole school of strict constructionists, with the 
brightest star of the South (Mr. Calhoun) at their 
he id. 

‘Lhe great (not to say the paramount) objeet of 
the General Government was, to bring her lands 
into market. ‘lo effect this, the faith of the nation 
was pledged for the completion of this road, and 
this was the inducement held out by the Govern- 
ment to cause persons to purchase the public lands. 
The lure was successful. Thousands of acres of 
land have been purchased, which would for a cen- 
tury to come have remaimed unsold, but for the 
trust reposed by individuals in the fidelity of the 
Government. ‘hat vital and ever-living princi- 
pie, good faith, and pure and unsullied honor, so 
important to all Governments, and doubly so to 
one republican in its character, is to be wantonly 
and wilfully sacrificed in the abandonment of this 
great work to its fate. ** Can such things be, and 
overcome us, like a summer’s cloud, without our 
special wonder:’’ No, sir; if this act is done, it 
will leave a cloud upon our national faith, long to 
be remembered. i 

‘here is still another view, which demonstrates, 
in a more striking manner, the crying injustice of 
this proposed abandonment. The first one hun- 
dred and thirty-two miles of this road, commencing 
at Cumberland, and running west through the old 
States of Maryland, Pennsylvania, and a few miles | 
in Virginia, cost this Government $2,803,034. 
The States of Maryland and Pennsylvania fur- 
nish no fund whatever, either from the sale of 
for this object; and yet they 
have the road completed within their limits; whilst 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Hlinois, though 
furnishing funds, are left with the road incomplete 
within their borders. We then have this spectacle 
presented: a read national in its character is pro- 
Kast with the West—to re- 
move mountain barriers—to pass through three 
lt is finished in the 
a cost of more than §21,000 per 
mile; and while progressing in the new States, 
not half completed, 1t is of a sudden abandoned, 
and left to become a perfect wreck—a monument 
of the folly and bad faith of this Government. 
Do not all the laws and ordinances of this Gov- 
ernment touching this subject for the last thirty 
years, induce the belief that the road was to be 
constructed to the Mississippi river? If this is not 
done, are not we of the new States tricked and 
cheated of our rights? May we not, in the lan- 
guage of Macbeth, who, too, was duped by fair 
promises, exclaim: 

* And be these juggling fiends no more believed 
‘That palters with us in a double sense ; 
‘That kecp the word of promise to the ear 
Aud break it to the hope.’’ 


lands, or otherwise, 


pecte d, to connect the 


old, and three new States, * J shall begin with premising that I am under strong con- 
viction, both from observation and reflection, that we have 
arrived at the period when an entire revolution of our land 
system, as far as it is applicable to those States, is unavoid- 
able. ‘They have, in fact, outgrown the system. Since is 
first adoption they have come into existence, have passed 
through a state of infancy, and have now arrived at maii- 
hood. ‘The system which was wise and just at first, !s 
neither wise nor just applied to them in their changed con- 


dition. 


‘We have heard much, Mr. President, in the present dis- 
cussion, about the growth of the new States; but, as I may 
judge from the various measures proposed on the present 
occasion, we bave neither realized its rapidity, nor the una- 
voidable changes in our land system which must follow in 
its train. Their wonderful growth is, indeed, one of those 
realities almost beyond the grasp of imagination. When! 
go back twenty-seven years, to the period when I first became 
a member of the other House, and compare what the new 
States then were, to what they now are, | am lost in wonder 
and amazement. Their growth is without example. There 
} . wy : is nothing like itin history. At that time there was buta 
I hold, therefore, that the Government is bound single new State, Ohio.) I exclude Kentucky, Tennessee, 
in good futh to complete this road, and that Con- || aud Maine, all of which have been admitted since the adop- 
gress has ample power to appropriate every dollar || 40" of the Constitution, and limit my remarks to those 

: be ' : | which have since sprung up on the public domain. 
accruing from the sale of lands tow ards making |, _ * Ohio had then but one Representative in thejother House, 
luprovements in the States in which the lands lie. || Jeremiah Morrow, an honest and sensible man, who was al 


oid States, at 














— 


, of the Cominittee on Public Land: 
that time, ote Se of the House so completely that his 
— os the law of all subjects connected with them ; so 
nena wt did they, at that time, excite. There were then 
little niwo Senators in all, of which Ohio had, of course, 
inty-* at is the one-sixteenth of the whole. In the elec- 
a a be ee she had three votes, which made her weight 
spout the one-fittieth in that body—a weight scarce] y felt or 
estimated in the political movements ot the day. i 

« Such, at that time, was the infant and feeble condition 
of the new States. Since then, ina period but little exeecd- 
ing that allotted to a single gencration to pass over the 
<iage of life, how wonderful the change! Instead of one, as 
then, there are now nine new Staies ; and in the place of 
two Senators in thirty-two, we now have eighteen in fitty~ 
two: making, instead of one sixteenth, more than a third of 
the whole; and already three territories—Florida, Wi-con- 
sin, and lowa—are struggling for admission. When admit- 
td, which must be shortly, there will then be twelve new 
States, with twenty-four Senators in Ofty-six, which will in- 
crease their relative weight in this body to three-sevenths of 
the whole. , , ; 

« But as wonderful as has been the increase in this body, 
it will be still more so, after the next census, in the other. 
It will be taken next year, and a new apportionment of the 
members will be made under the Constitution ; when, in- 
.tead of a single member, being less than one in a hundred, 
as Was the case twenty-seven years ago, the represeitation 
of the new States will then stand to the oid, at least as forty. 
to sixty, or Uwo-fiftis of the whole, as calculated by a friend 
familiar with the subject, and in whose accuracy I have 
entire confidence. Tae new States having, as they will 
then, three-sevenths in this, and two-fifths in the other 
House, will, of course, have a relative weight in the elec- 
toral college, or the same thing in a choice of a President, 
compounded of the two, that is, five-twelftis of the whole. 
So much for the past. 

« Now if we turn to the future, we shall find the cause of 
this amazing growth so far from being exhausted or weak- 
ened, is acting with increased force, and urging forward 
the growth of those States with accelerated, instead ofa de- 
creasing velocity ; so much so, that the past changes in tiie 
last twenty-seven years will appear as nothing, compared 
with what will take place in the next twenty-seven, unless 
some unforeseen occurrence should intervene to retard tueir 
progress. If my memory serve me, our population, twenty- 
seven Years ago, Was about seven inillious ; and our annual 
increase then—that is, the excess of births over deaths, in- 
cluding emigration—about two hundred thousand, estimating 
our growth at three per cent. compound. Since then, our 
population has increased not less than nine millions, making 
the present probably about sixteen; which, on tue same 
data, will make our annual increase at this time but little 
short of half a million; the greater part of which will find 
weir homes in the new States. 

« [ will not enter into a minute calculation as to the effects 
of this great inerease on the relative weight of the new and 
old States at the next succeeding census, in 1850. It is suf- 
licient to say, that it will give a decided majority to the for- 
ier, both in the House of Representatives and in the electo- 
ral college, and, of course, in the Government; and thus, in 
the short space of one generation and a half, the sceptre of 
political power, as between the old and new States, will 
have passed from the former to the latter. 

“Now, with these unquestionable results before us, I 
ask, not Whether it would be wise to continue the old sys- 
tm; no, sir! a far bolder question: Will it be practicabie ? 
And if not practicable, would it be wise to struggle to con- 
toue it, till overthrown by the force of unavoidable and 
irresistible causes? J ask, what would be the efiects of such 
astruggle?) Would it not be to excite, in the first instance, 
animosity and discord between the old and new States, and, 
in the end, to overthrow the entire land system, with the 
certain loss, ultimately, of the public domain? I shail not, 
on this oceasion, attempta tornal discussion of these points. 
I propose, in order to illustrate, simply to show how vain 
and dangerous would be the attempi to hold on to the pres- 
eit system, under these great and growing changes, by{tra- 
ciug its operation under a single aspect, its bearing on te 
Presidential question.”’ 

In Oregon, too, we have an immense quantity 
of territory which must very soon be embraced in 
our land system, and our true policy is to extend 
this road (varying it, if necessary, so as to make 
«railroad of it) to the mouth of the Columbia river. 
The lands in that country, or the proceeds thereof, 


should be appropriated in the construction of the 
road. Itis a great national object, and intimately 
connected with our commercial and agricultural 
prosperity. I would have the road constructed out 
of the land fund, out of the lands whose price 
would be enhanced by its completion. By this 
course we could avoid fastening it as a charge 
upon the treasury, and also avoid connecting it 
with any general system of internal improvements. 
A railroad to the mouth of the Columbia river 
would almost annihilate space between that point 
and Washington city, would at once open that 
country to the enterprise and industry of our rap- 
idly increasing population. I will dismiss this 
branch of the subject, after saying that the Cum- 
berland road is so intimately connected and so 
closely interwoven with the lands ceded to this 
Government by Virginia, and it has effected so 
much in promoting the sales of those lands, and 
the Government has so repeatedly held out induce- 
ments to purchasers to buy even second and third- 
rate land on the line of the road in preference to good 
lands ata distance from it, that Congress cannot 
reluse to complete the road without being involved 
in the most palpable violation of good faith. 
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| Let those who profess to have constitutional 


| scruples on this subject, examine it thoroughly in 
connexion with the Virginia deed of cession, and 
that provision in the Constitution conferring on 
Congress unlimited discretionary power in regard 
to the territory of the Government. Superadd to 
this the fact that the road originated under the Ad- 
ministration of ‘Thomas Jeilerson, than whom there 
never existed a more able and far-seeing statesman 
or purer patriot. Let them further recollect, that 
it was time and again sanctioned by General Jack- 
son, who, from year to year, signed bills making 
appropriations to this work; and also, that our 
most able statesmen and eminent expounders of 
the Constitution have, in every possible form, sanc- 
tioned this measure. | eall upon our friends from 
the South to make no captious objections to this 
bill; not to permit sectional jealousies or selfish con- 
siderations to influence their vote; not to join in 

a crusade against it, because it may not square pre- 
cisely with their peculiar notions of consututional 
construction. 

In conclusion, 1 would say to each member, let 
| this Government be just; let it do right; let it keep 
| its plighted faith; and, above all, let the old States 

‘‘turn trom the error of their ways,’’ and seek no 
| longer to oppress the West; for after 1850 she will 
stand ov the floor of the American Congress in the 

full might and majesty of her strength; and though 
she will certainly remember her friends, she may 
| not quite forget her enemies. 

Mr. STANTON gave notice of the following 
amendment, which he should offer when in order: 

“ Be it further enacted, That for the completion of the 
military road commenced la the State of Arkansas, opposite 
| Meimpiis, in Tennessee, there is hereby giauted to the State 
of Arkansas, 250,000 acres of public lands, or so mucti there- 
| of as may be necessary, to be selected by the Governor of 
said State, and disposed of by the Legisiature thereof. 

“ dnd be it furiker enacted, 'Tuat ue said road shall be 
surrendered tu the State of Arkalisas, and the entire control 
thereo? shall be vested in said State to the same extent, and 
upon the same conditions, as hereinbefore provided in ret 
erence to the Cumberiand road, and the States through 
which it passes.”” 

Mr. S. briefly explained and enforced the pro- 
priety of this amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE recurred to and vindicated the 


erence to the nature and extent of the powers of 
the General Government; yielding in this con- 
nexion for purposes of explanation to Messrs. TIL- 
BATTS, STANTON, and B. MARTIN, 

He opposed, uncompromisingly, this appropria- 

| tion for the Cumberland road, denying utterly its 

constiiutionality, and objecting to it on every 
| ground—yielding for explanauons to Messrs. 
| SCHENCK and ROBERT SMITH. 

Mr. YANCEY, with reference to the claim set 
up in favor of this appropriation, on the ground of 
contract on the part of Government, denied that, 
| at least, at the present time, there was any obliga- 

tion of this kind resung upon the Government; the 
two per cent. fund having long since been exhaust- 
ed, and probably five Umes that amount of appro- 
priations having already been made. According 
| to acalculation he had made, there had already 
| been expended upon the Cumberland road about 


| five million dollars; according to the estimate of 


| another gentleman, seven million dollars. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH interposed, and stated 
that the true amount was about six and a half mil- 
‘lion dollars. 

Mr. YANCEY. About six and a half million 
doliars; and by this bill there was further asked, 
by the amendment offered , 3,986,792 acres of land! 

He opposed the bill, both on the ground of con- 
stitutionality and of expediency, and cited statistics 
showing the amount of appropriations of lands and 
otherwise, made by Government to the new States, 


said States—yielding to Messrs. GEO. S. HOUS- 
TON, MeCLELLAND, WENTWORTH, and 
SCHENCK. 

Mr. TIBBATTS replied to the constitutional 
argument of Mr. Payne, and claimed the authori- 


ties of Washington, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, 
| 
' 


_ Jackson, and Van Buren, in support of the consti- 
tutionality of this bill. 


|; Mr. PAYNE interposed, and (Mr. T. yielding | 


| the floor) said: By the permission of the gentleman 


| from Kentucky, | am permitted to read an extract | 


| from the writings of Mr. Jefferson, which consti- 
| tutes the shield which protected him in the sup- 
posed novelty of the doctrine advanced by him 
some days ago ‘This is the extract. 


position he had taken, a few days since, with ref- | 
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in refutation of the charge of illiberality towards - 
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‘* [T consider the foundation of the Constitution, 
as laid on this ground: all powers not delegated 
to the United States, nor prohibited by it to the 
States, are reserved to the States or to the people. 
To take a single slep beyond the boundaries thus spe- 
cially drawn around the pmvers of Congress, is to 
take possession of a boundless field of power, no longer 
susceptible of any definition.”” 

The power to dig a canal, build a road, or im- 
prove a river, is not among the enumerated pow - 
ers. If, then, Congress attempts to do either, we 
take possession of a boundless field of power, no 
longer susceptible of any definition. 

Mr. TIBBATTSS resumed, and urged the obli- 
ration of contract to make these appropriations. 
He replied also to the arguments of Mr. Yancey 
with reference to the amount of appropriations 
heretofore made to the new States, yielding for ex- 
planations to Messrs. LEAKE and YANCEY. 

Without further proceedings, the committee rose 
and reported progress. 

Mr. BOYD offered a resolution providing that 
the debate on the bill should cease in half an hour 
after it should again have been taken up in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the resolution lie on 
the table—ayes 46, noes 61. No quorum. 

A motion to adjourn was made: and the yeas 
and nays being ordered, the motion was with 
drawn. 

The question was then again taken by tellers 
on the motion to lay Mr. Boyp’s resolution on the 
table. There were, ayes 52, noes 56. No quorwn. 

Mr. BARRINGER moved an adjournment. 

The yeas and nays were taken on the motion: 
yeas 50, nays 64. 

So the House refused to adjourn; and a quorum 
voted. 

Mr. STANTON moved a call of the House. 

A motion was here again made that the Llouse 
adjourn, which was carried—yeas 59, nays 55. 

So the House adjourned. © : 
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IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, elpril 4, 1846. 

Mr. DIX presented a remonstrance of citizens of 
Wayne county, New York, against the renewal of 
a patent heretofore granted to Jethro Wood; which 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. D. also presented a petition of citizens of 
Orleans county, New York, praying the abrogation 
of certain Indian treaties; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a remonstrance of 
citizens of New York, against the renewal of a 
patent heretofore granted to Jethro Wood; which 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. EVANS presented the petition of George 
W. Whitten, a soldier in the last war with Great 
Britain, asking a pension; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of Benja- 
min Harris, praying the right of preémption to a 
certain tract of land in Illmois; which was laid on 
the table. 

On motion of Mr. BARROW, the papers of 
John Cocke were ordered to be taken from the files 
of the Senate, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief of Nathaniel Hoggatt; which was read, and 
the accompanying document was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of George W. 
Walton; which passed a first and second reading. 

Mr. P. also, from the sume committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Caleb Read; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, submitting an adverse resolution upon the 
petition of Robert Butler; which was ordered to be 
printed. 


GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The resolution, submitted by Mr. J. M. Cray- 
TON, in relation to the Oregon correspondence, was 
again, on motion of Mr. C., passed by informally, 

The resolution submitted by Mr. ASHLEY. 
that the Senate should hereafter sit on Friday, 
was taken up, when it was withdrawn by Mr. A 
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The resolution, submitted several days since, | 


authorizing the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate to 
continue James G. Schott as a messenger, &c., 
was considered and agreed to. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the adverse report of the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims upon the petition of John Brooks; 
which was concurred in, 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


Mr. ATHERTON moved that the prior orders 
be postponed, and that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the report of the Committee on 
Printing, in relation to printing an extra number 
of the report of the Commissioner of Patents; 
winch motion was agreed to. 

The Senate then resamed the consideration of 
the said report; when 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted a few remarks in favor 
of printing even a greater number of the docu- 
inent in question than proposed by the Committee 
on Printing; also showing that the supposition 
that the national gallery of ** bugs and Fejee wigs” 
was a part of the Patent Office, or an appendage 
thereto, was.a mistake; that the Patent Office was 
divtinet in itself, and contributed to the general 
treasury some $11,000 or 912,000 per annum, after 
paying the salaries of officers, &c., and an appro- 
priation of $300, made in accordance with an act 
for the collection and purchase of 
agricultural statistics and specimens. Mr. A. con- 
sidered it due to the agricultural community, that 
the valuable information contained in the Report of 
the Commisssioner should be widely diffused. 

Mr. A. having concluded, 

Mr. CALHOUN moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the special order; which mo- 
tion Was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the joint resolution of 
the Senator from Ohio, as amended by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, proposing to give no- 
tice to the British Government of the intention of 
the United States Government to abrogate the con- 
vention for the joimt occupancy of the Oregon ter- 
ritory, the resolutions of Messrs. Hannecan, Cat- 
noun, Crirrenpen, and Coxeuirt, and the joint 
resolution of the House of Representatives on the 
sume subject. 

Mr. McDUFFIE said that, before he proceeded 
to the subject of the proposed notice to Great Brit- 
ain, he felt it his duty, under the peculiar cireum- 
stances in which he was placed, to do that which, 
under ordinary circumstances, he should not be 
disposed to do—enter on a thorough and dispas- 
sionate invesugauion of the respective titles of the 
United States and Great Britain to the Oregon ter- 
ritory; and, in doing so, to state from his conscience 
what he believed to be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth. 

The Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. Asniey,] in 
his speech delivered here yesterday, seemed (said 
Mr. McD.) to consider the discussion here of the 
title of the United States, so far as respected what 
a man might believe to be an illegitimate claim on 
our part, to be improper; and yet that Senator 
himself, as well as various others on the same side, 
has gone fully into the question of title, and press- 
ed it to the extreme limit. Now, in the existing 
state of the negotiation, and from the course pur- 
sued by the President of the United States in sub- 
mitting to Congress the diplomatic correspondence 
of the Ministers of England and the United States, 
this has become a popular question. It is vain to 
disguise it; and I fear that there is more to apprehend 
from difficulties presented by ourselves than from 
those which proceed from Great Britain. It is my 
sincere belief that the public mind is laboring under 
a great delusion respecting the ttle of the United 
States; and the prevailing assumption that our peo- 
ple are unanimously in favor of claiming the whole 
territory up to 54° 40’ is founded entirely on the 
fact that the discussion here and elsewhere has 
been confined, witha very few exceptions, to those 
who maintain our title to that extent. No Sena- 
tor on this side of the chamber has yet, I believe, 
uttered one word in opposition to the doctrine that 
the whole of Oregon is ours up to 54° 40’. It is 
true that there has been a willingness indicated by 
some gentlemen to agree to a compromise of the 
parallel of 49°; yet it seems to be supposed that, 
although we may justly go as far as that, it is not 
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exactly patriotic to deny that we have a title of 
greater or less ae to the country beyond that 
line. I am clearly of opinion that we should com- 


promise this difficulty on the boundary of 49°. I |} 
entirely concur with the honorable Senator from | 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Wessrer,] that such is the | 
increasing public opinion in both countries, and | 


that it never can be settled on any other basis. I 


think it is very desirable that the public mind | 


should as speedily as possible be made up to that 
result, 

Now, while I attempt to show that the practical 
view of the subject will bring us to this conclusion, 
a close but candid examination of the question of 


title will bring us to the conviction that this is the || 


only proper point, 


‘The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Asutey] dwelt || 


largely, as the Secretary of State had done before 


him, on the Nootka Sound convention; but I must | 
confess that I have never been able to see, either 


in respect to Great Britain or the United States, 
how so much importance has been attributed to 
that treaty. I agree with those gentlemen who 


hold that the war of 1796 between England and | 
Spain terminated that convention, so far as any | 


rights of Great Britain are supposed to have been 
derived from it. Itis perfectly clear that the con- 


ventional rights of trading, fishing, &c., secured in || 


that instrument—rights totally unknown to the 
law of natious—were terminated by the subsequent 
war in 1796. But there were rights paramount to 


that convention; rights on which the convention | 


was founded; rights which always had been claim- 
ed by Great Britain, which had been recognised 


by the whole world, and which belonged, in com- || 


mon, to all nations; rights which existed before 
the convention, and which exist now. Senators 
here have assumed that the convention of Nootka 
conferred rights on Great Britain which she did 
not possess before, and that she so understood and 


received that treaty; but my own opinion is, that | 
the sentiment respecting it expressed by Mr. Fox | 
inthe British Parliament is the true view of its in- | 


tent and actual operation. Great Britain intention- 
ally limited her rights to such as she had enjoyed 
before the convention—to such as she always (and 
rightfully) had claimed; for she always had the 


same rights of trade and of settlement in the coun- | 


try as Spain had. 


If | do not show, by the law of nations, that | 


Great Britain, and France, and Russia, and the 
United States, all had the same right to settle at 
Nootka as Spain had, I will agree to abandon the 
question. 


I have observed with regret that almost all the || 


gentlemen who have participated in this discussion 
seem to have relied for authority upon their own 


assertion: even when they might have readily ap- | 


pealed to the law of nations in support of the posi- 
tions they assumed, they have not done so. | 


have taken the trouble of bringing to the Senate a 
few books in which that Jaw is stated, and which | 
I consider as entirely conclusive on the question 


in dispute. 


What I assert, and that which Great Britain has | 
always maintained, is, that mere discovery conveys | 
no ttle, unless accompanied or followed within a | 
reasonable time by settlement. And I appeal to | 
my friends on this side of the chamber, one and all, 
as a duty they owe to truth, to state, if they can, || 
a single accredited writer on international law who 
lays down the doctrine that discovery, without set- 
tlement or possession, gives any title at all. Allow | 
me to cite only one extract, from an author of un- |! 
questionable reputation, and universally referred 


to as authority. 1 quote from Vattel: 


* All mankind have an equal right to things that have not 
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cept for the puxpose of making use of it, and not of hinderiy 
| others from deriving advantage from it. The law of nati: . 
|| will, therefore, not acknowledge the property and SOV - 
eignty of a nation over any uninhabited countries. ev... 
those of which it has really taken actual possession, j 
it has formed settlements, or of which it makes actual ; 
In effect, when navigators have met with desert ioe 
tries in which those of other nations had, in their transi “ 
Visits, erected some monument to show their having “st 
possession of them, they have paid as little regard to ti = 
empty ceremony as to the regulation of the Popes, who dt 
vided a great part of the world between the crowns of ¢: r 
tile and Portugal.” ee 


| 
| 


i 
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The Senate will see that this writer sets down as 
| mere empty ceremonies everything on which many 
of our public men, and even our Secretary of State 

have put the claim of Spain, and, throu: ; 
| the title of the United States in Oregon. 
Spain, at a very early stage of the investigation 
'| of this continent, and very far south on the eoas:, 

did make discoveries and set up on the coast crosses 
and monuments; and to these they appeal in orde; 
to establish the Spanish title in the face of such ay 
authority as [ have produced, which pronounces 
all such claims mere idle pretensions, 

There is one great historical fact in relation t) 
the whole territory of Oregon. Several gentlemen 
| here, the Senator from New York especially, [Mr 
|| Dix,] went into an interesting detail of the early 

discoveries of the Spanish navigators; but it is 
| remarkable fact that, although the narrative of thy: 
| Senator was brought down from the very earlies: 
_ages of discovery, yet he was not able to point us 

to one discovery on this part of the coast before the 

year 1774 by Perez, and that by Heceta in the sy)- 

sequent years, 1775 and 1776, which gave the Span- 

ish claim the only semblance of right. Previous to 

that, Spain had not the semblance of a right on this 
| coast higher than California. : 

But this is a question of such grave importance, 
| and it is of such vast consequence, that the people 
of the United States should rightly understand it, 

inasmuch as in the issue they will to some extent 

have to decide upon it, that I shall not rest this 

upon my own assertion. I have before me a full 
| collection of all the discoveries of Spain upon the 
northwest coast, compiled by Mr. Greenhow, a 
| gentleman in the office of the Secretary of State, 
under the orders of a former Secretary. Here we 
have it broadly and unequivocally stated, that from 
|| the first discovery of Nootka and its settlement in 
1789, no civilized nation made any settlement upon 
that coast from the Bay of San Francisco up to 
Nootka; but that the whole country lay open and 
unsettled. This is a point of great importance, and, 
|| as it is stated by a writer by no means unfavorable 
to the American claims in Oregon, I will take the 
liberty of reading an extract. [Mr. McD. here 
quoted from Greenhow’s book.] 

I have heard it declared by Senators who have 
manifested great zeal in maintaining our rights to 
the whole territory, and who spoke doubtless from 
| a conscientious conviction of the supposed correct- 
'| ness of their position, that the Spanish discoveries 
| were valuable from their antiquity; and the Senate 
| has been reminded that they were made three cen- 
| turies ago. [ have always understood that ancient 
possession consecrates title; but how ancient dis- 
covery merely should create a title to territory, | 
acknowledge myself totally incapable to ae 
hend. I should be glad if any Senator would in- 
form me what such a doctrine rests upon. It is 
vain to disguise the fact that this Spanish title from 
| discovery is one of the most visionary figments 
that ever were brought forward by intelligent men 
on a great national question. I conscientiously be- 
lieve that if Spain were at this hour as much 10 
possession of Oregon as ever she has been, her ttle 
to it would not be worth anything. 


gh Spain, 





yet fallen into the possession of any one ; and those things 
belong to the person who first takes possession of them. 
When, therefore, a nation fiuds a country uninhabited, and 
without an owner, it may lawfully take possession of it; and, 
after it has sufficiently made known its will in this respect, 
it cannot be deprived of it by another nation. Thus, navi- 
gators going on voyages of discovery, furnished with a com- | 
mission from their sovereign, and meeting with islands or 
other lands in a desert state, have taken possession of them 
in the name of their nation; and this title has been usually 
respected, provided it was soon after followed by a real pos- | 
sesslon. 
* But it is questioned whether a nation can, by the bare | 
act of taking possession, appropriate to itself countries which 
it does not really oceupy, and thus engross a much greater | 
extent of territory than itis able to people or cultivate. It | 
is not difficult to determine that such a pretension would be | 
an absolute intringement of the natural rights of men, and || 
repugnant to the views of nature, which, having destined 


In 1592, it is claimed that De Fuca discovered 
the straits which now bear his name. But there is 
no truth in the story. It is notorious that Fuca’s 
account was not published till thirty years after, 
and that it is universally discredited by the Spanish 
writers. There is no evidence, in the archives o! 
either Spain or Mexico, that such a voyage Wes 
ever made, or even that such a man as De Fuca 
ever existed; yet we are to receive as authentic the 
narrative of a man who said to a certain British 
captain that thirty years before he had made a voy- 
age into the Pacific ocean and returned, and whose 
account even of this was not published in England 
till twenty years more had elapsed. It has been 

vell said that it is impossible De Fuca could have 


the whole earth to supply the wants of mankind in general, | believed (as he said he did) that he had sailed 
_ gives no nation a right to appropriate to itself a country, €x- || across the entire continent and come out into the 
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Atlantic ocean. , t 
matic discussions respecting claims on the north- 
west coast, has ever adduced De Fuca’s narrative 
as furnishing any ground to be relied upon on either 
side. It has always been put out of the question, | 
as a mere fable, worth nothing, especially as the 
Spanish authorities themselves wholly rejected it. 
No; the first discovery by Spain on the northwest 
coast was made, as I have said, in 1774. 

But our Secretary of State says that the whole | 
coast Was peers claimed by Spain as hers for 
three centuries; anc he also says dd do not know 
on what authority) that all the nations of Europe 
conceded the validity of herclaim. If there isany | 
evidence of this in history, | should be happy to |, 
see it. The Secretary refers to an acknowledgment 
of it by the Empress of Russia; but this, when ex- | 
amined, amounts to nothing. Certain Spanish sub- 
jects complained to their Government that their | 
‘ight had been interfered with by the Russians; 
the Empress says, in her reply to the Spanish re- | 
monstrance, that if it was so, she was very sorry; 
but she does not say a word about the Spanish | 
title, about which she probably knew as little. Yet | 
thisis the only evidence he can find that the title of 
Spain was admitted by the nations of Europe. The 
antiquity of discoveries, even admitting that they || 
were made, destroys all claim founded on them |, 
alone. 

In 1774 Perez discovered Nootka Sound, but 
very superficially. ‘There was no exploration of 
the country. In 1775 Heceta touched at the mouth 
of the Columbia, or at least visited the little bay 
into which it empties, and inferred from what he || 
saw that there must be a river there, or else that 
the Straits of Fuca must be in that place, for they | 
had never then been discovered. (This voyage | 
was not published till 1802.) Four years after Pe- 
rez, Captain Cook also discovered Nootka Sound, 
and fully explored it; and if mere discovery could 
create title, 1 think that the British claim on that 
cround is quite as good, if not better, than that of 
Spain. Spain, as is well known, kept her discov- 
eries secret; and before these discoveries of Perez 
were made known, Captain Cook, the British nav- 
igator, discovered and explored Nootka Sound. 
That discovery was forthwith given to the world, |, 
and the sound was frequented by the navigators of || 
the United States, of Spain, and of Russia. It |! 
was not till the Spanish authorities in Mexico || 
were informed that the Russians were making set- | 
tlements in that quarter that Martinez was sent to || 
prevent them. . 

In 1799, one Meares, an English lieutenant, 
made a settlement at Nootka; and, according to || 
his own account, purchased a tract of land there, |, 
and erected certain buildings upon it. On that || 
fact, however, there is some controversy. It is |] 
quite immaterial whether what he built was a cot- || 
tage or a palace; but, what is material, is that || 
which was afterwards done about the matter by || 
the Spanish and British Governments. Meares || 
presented a memorial to the King of England, in | 
which he alleged that his ships had been captured 
and his settlement seized upon by the Spaniards, 
The British Government thereupon took immedi- 
ate steps to avenge the injury and to restore the 
rights of her subjects. And here I shall call the 
attention of the Senate to the grounds on which 
Great Britain acted in this affair. She not merely || 
claimed indemnity for the injury done, and dam- | 
ages in money for the ships and property taken, | 
but she claimed further and mainly that Spain 
should renounce her false and ridiculous claim to 
exclusive dominion on that coast. She claimed 
then, as she has claimed since, that the country 
was open to settlement by all, and that Spain had 
no rights there over the other nations of the world, 
because she had never made any permanent settle- 
ments. 

[have been greatly surprised at the universal 
assumption made by gentlemen on this side of 
the chamber, who go for the latitude of 54° 40’, 
that the convention of Nootka was understood 
and intended to confer rights on Great Britain 
which she never had before; and that, as that con- 
vention was terminated by the subsequent war be- 
tween the two countries in 1796, that war put an 
end to all the rights of Great Britain on that coast. 
Lhold the precisely opposite opinion. Great Brit- 
ain contended that Spain had no rights on that | 
Coast, except such as she could derive under the |, 
aw of nations from her discoveries, and she has || 
always been very scrupulous to maintain the right | 








THE 


Nobody, in all the previous diplo- 1 
| of the world. 


|| to the Spanish title. 
I now assert, that Spain never did make any set- 


/ask, is the evidence of any such thing? 


CONGRESSIONAL 


of all nations to make settlements in that quarter 
In her convention with this Gov- 
ernment, in 1818, a clause was inserted reserving 
the rights of all other nations in Oregon, and not 
of Spain only, and she has always contended for 
the same doctrine. She has always denied that 
Spain obtained title to the country from mere 
discovery, but that her own rights there were in 
all respects equal to the rights of Spain; and, 


therefore, the Nootka convention rather restricted | 


the rights of England than extended them. Eng- 


land never had any other object on that coast 
| but the prosecution of the fur wade, and I still be- 


lieve that when the furs are exhausted and that 
trade is over, she will, if let alone, abandon the 
country, though she may be induced, by our re- 
sistance, to hold on to it. 

It has been said in the course of this debate, that 
Oregon is distant from the coasts of Great Britain 
not less than fifteen or twenty thousand miles; a 
country so remote it is hardly conceivable that she 


| would desire to occupy for the purpose of coloni- 


zation. From the geographical position of Oregon, 


|| it will be seen that in no part of it which Great 


Britain claims, can a State by possibility be erect- 
ed deriving its support from the mother country. 
So far trom conceiving, as my friend before me 
seems to do, that Spain possessed the right of sov- 
ereignty on all that coast, and that her right was 


| only suspended by the treaty of Nootka, I beg 
| leave to call the attention of the Senate to one or 
| two remarks made in the Howgy of Commons du- 
ring the debate respecting that tonvention. 


Mr. 
Fox, who was then at the head of the Opposition 
in Parliament, and against the Minister, neverthe- 
less sustained the address to the King, and put 
himself on the ground that England should not 
merely demand indemnification for the property 


| taken, but that Spain should renounce the absurd 
|| title which she claimed to hold under a bull of Pope | 
| Alexander VI. 
|| when she sent her navigators along the northwest 
| coast, it was not that she might thereby acquire a 
| title, but that she might examine and explore the | 
/country to which she already claimed a title of 


The fact is undoubtedly true, that 


three hundred years’ standing, founded on a grant 
from the Pope. [Mr. McD. here read some ex- 
tracts from a speech of Mr. Fox, in the British 
House of Commons, in support of the views which 
he advanced. | 

Various other members of Parliament concur- 
red with him in this view; and Mr. Pitt himself 
declared that British subjects had been seized and 
their property taken while in a country to which 
they had as clear aright as Spain,and that the 
Spanish claim of exclusive sovereignty was wholly 
unfounded. 

I think I have now shown that Spain had no 
right to this territory from her discoveries, and 
that Great Britain always denied that mght from 
the moment when it came in conflict with her own. 
So far from admitting our claim under Spain to be 
valid, I sincerely regard it as of no value at all. 
In the discussions and correspondence which pre- 


the United States gave one moment’s consideration 
It will be remembered, and 


tlement on this coast higher than the bay of San 
Francisco. Mr. Greenhow says that she did not 
do so until 1789, but I contend that, in any just 
sense of the term, she never did make any settle- 
ment at all; she never indicated any such design. 
Let me remind gentlemen that, previous to 1739, 
nobody dreamed that it was possible to settle on 
that coast: it was an iron-bound coast, without 
bay or inlet, or any spot where a vessel could re- 
tire for temporary relief from the tempest. At that 
time no navigator presumed to approach the shore; 
and there is no evidence at all that Spain ever de- 
signed to settle in the country. 
heard some gentlemen say that the object of Great 
Britain in settling in Oregon was only to trade 
with the Indians, but that the object of Spain was 
to make agricultural improvements. Where, 1 


wanted to make agricultural settlements and im- 


provements, she had hundreds of thousands of | 
| acres far more valuable and much nearer, south of | 
| that territory; but she never was able to profit by 


them, in an agricultural view, and I presume never | 


will be. 
In regard to the settlement at Nootka, it has 
been ingeniously urged here by the Senator from 


GLOBE. _ 


| ceded the convention of 1818, neither England nor | 


I have indeed | 


If she | 








Arkansas, [Mr. Asuey,] and others, from one of 
the articles of the convention, that the claims of 
Great Britain derived from that treaty were con- 

fined to the coast north of Nootka, because Nootka 

was the most northerly settlement of Spain upon 

the coast. But what is a settlement? Settlement, 

according to the law, of nations, means a body of 
people settled in a certain spot, with a view per- 

manently to reside there. What was the settle- 

ment of Nootka? Meares, the Englishman, seems 

to have had some intention of settling there, for he 

went to the place and built houses; and another 

captain associated with him says that he intended 

permanently to reside there. “But what was the 

settlement of Spain? It was the sending of one or 

two armed vessels to drive out the English, and 

they took military possession of the spot. How 

long did they retain it? Up to the period when 

their possession was given up to Great Britain un- 

der the convention, at which time it was distinctly 

acknowledged that Spain had no title to the terri- 

tory. j beg that Senators will read that conven- 

tion, and if they can find in it one word which im- 

plies any greater rights in Spain than in England 

to the severeignty of the soil, I will agree to sur- 

render the question. On the contrary, it is a treaty 

between those two nations, which implies on its 
very face that, in respect of title, they are ona 

pertect equality; that the subjects of neither shall 
disturb those of the other Power, and that the right 

of sovereignty shall remain in abeyance. Yet it 

has been assumed here in debate that the treaty of 
Nootka was terminated by the war of 1796, and 
that all the rights of England fell with it; because 
all those rights were imbodied and recorded in the 
letter of that treaty. But permit me to say, that 
although we may succeed in biinding ourselves, we 
cannot blind our adversaries; although we may 
come to conclusions satisfactory to ourselves, we 
cannot deceive the world on this point. I will 
believe, as gentlemen contend, that the convention 
of Nootka was terminated by the war of 1796; but 

I hold that the claims of Great Britain, instead of 
being thereby destroyed, were just that much 
stronger. The convention, so far as it recognised 
the historical and legal fact that that country is 
open to settlement by all nations, has not been 
repealed, ‘There stands the acknowledzment by 
Spain; and the delivery of Fort Vancouver in 1795, 
and the abandonment of the country by Spain, is 
a clear admission of the principle in the treaty that 
the country is thus opened to settlement. 

What are the results which follow from the ter- 
mination of the convention? It puts both the par- 
ties to that instrument back to the position in which 
they stood before. In 1796 Spain abandoned the 
country and never returned; since then we have 
purchased whatever claim she had there. She 
ceded to us in 1819 all her rights, claims, and pre- 
tensions on the northwest coast. And what do they 
amount to? Claims and pretensions are nothing: 
what were her rights? She had then abandoned 
the country for twenty-five or thirty years: her 
abandonment was total, without any apparent in- 
tention ever to return; and under this state of facts, 
while we were negotiating with England and ciaim- 
ing the country in our own right, on our own dis- 
covery and settlement, Spain made her treaty with 
us, ceding all her rights, claims, and pretensions to 
the United States. | regard, therefore, the claim of 
the United States under the Spanish treaty as of no 
value at all, and if we had not possessed the right 
of discovery by Gray, of exploration by Lewis 
and Clarke, and of settlement by Astor, the Uni- 
ted States could never have claimed the country at 
all. — 

But I will dwell no longer on this point, but pro- 
ceed to take a view of the subject as it regards the 
limits of our title. I say nothing about the Freach 
title. Some Senators are of opinion that the French 
title to Louisiana extended to the Pacific ocean; it 
may be so, but I have never seen the evidence of 
it. If it does extend to the ocean, then it fixes our 
boundary at 49°. My own opinion, however, is, 
that we have no title on that coast save under the 
discovery of Captain Gray, and our title on that 
ground, if not ‘clear and indisputable,’’ is such 
as we can stand on and fight on. I am aware, 
indeed, that there may be some difficulty in main- 
taining it. Some writers on the law of nations 
insist that rights of discovery can arise only from 
explorations made by officers acting under sover- 
eign authority, and it is contended that Captain 
Gray, being only a private citizen, and engaged in 









a trading voyage, and not a voyage of discovery, 

innot be brou ht wit or that dese ription. But, 
even if there were force in this objection, the sub- 
sequent exploration We Lewis and Clarke, which 


: aa. , 
extended up to the latitude of 49%, places our claim 


nan imprernabie posilion, inasmuch as the dis- 
covery of Gray and the ¢ sloration of Lewis and 
Clarke were followed w in a reasonable and a 
rt time by the settlement of Mr. Astor. Thus 

far I think that our title very clear and satisf 
ti r. I do not ry that it s equal to the tite by 
hich we hold the soil on which this Capitol 
stands, t I consider it sufficiently clear. The 
country to which it relates 1s in a wild unsettled 
conditio id T hold that whatever title we have 
to it forms a proper ibject for negouation and fair 
compromise; by which I mean that we are not 


bound to claim everything south of the line of 49°, 
but that mie te mporary advantares, with privi- 
leves, &e., micht properiy enough be conceded to 
(rreat Britain in that p rt of the territory. 

W hile | admit our ttle | DY the disc overy of Grav 
Iwill now proceed { » pre sent some other reasons 
why | believe that we ouvht not to think of going 
north of 49°, Some Senators | know regard this 
Government as under legal obligation to accept as 
a boundarv what we have ourselves once offered. 
I confess this is not my opinion, If presume, how- 
ever, that the doctrine will not be carried thus far; 
lso that there is no Senator who 
oes not beleve that we may not with great pro- 
priety accept as : compromise that which has four 
times heen vo untarny atte: re d by our Grove ronment, 
and which extends to that part of Oregon be yond 


but ] presume a 


d 


vhich we never till now proposed to go. We 
offered 49° in 1818: again in 1824; again in 1826; 
and in 1844 we offered the same We have never 
offered less. Now, TI put it to Senators to say 


what would they think if Great Britain, instead of 
standing on the offer formerly made DY her of the 
river Columbia as a boundary, should insist on 
coming still further south. I have been taught that 
itis our duty to do to others as we would that they 
shoulddotous. Sure lam that the blood of every 
Senator, of every citizen of the United States, 
would rise at once to fever heat, would get up to 
the war point instantly, if Great Britain should 
retract her offer of the Columbia and insist on 
coming south of that river. Why should not 
England feel inthe same way? This is not a ques- 
tion of national faith: it is a question of prudence, 
of wisdom, of policy, of equity between nations. 
In J818 we had a re volution lary patriot at the head 
of the Government, and the Cabinet by which he 
was surrounded consisted of men who were all 
fresh from the seenes of the recent war; the pulse 
of the nation beat high; and yet, under these cir- 
umstances, our very first olfer was the parallel of 
49°, Subst _ tly, under circumstances very dif- 
ferent, our offe was still substantially the same. I 
ask, what new ‘i eht has broken in uponus? What 
new discovery has been made? What new argu- 
On what ground could we 
vindicate our refusal to offer now what we have 
offered before is our claim less embarrassed ? Is 
the claim of Great Britain any worse? No; 
stand just as we did in 1818. Where did we stand 
then? On our right of dist overy, followed by set- 
tiement. Our settlement was captured by England 
in the war, restored by her at the peace, and had 
then, I believe, been nearly if not quite abandon- 
ed. Jam not certain that we had a single citizen 
+e ull Orevron, with the exce puon of Astoria, Thus, 
then, we stand: Great Britain in possession of F'ra- 
ver’s river and the Americans with a few settlers 
the valley of the Columbia. 


ment has been started ? 


ati 

To be bh ref, my position is, that the claim of 
Great Brita in Orevon is not founded on the 
Nootka sosisedhants tor that gave her no title at 
all, und rather marred any that she had; but it is 


{ eal on her discovery and settlement of F'ra- 
ver’s river, whic 
49°, If, then, we claim on the ground of having 
discovered the Columbia river, Great Britain has 
aim ¢ eet eood on her discovery of Frazer's 
river. If our discovery gives us the valley of our 
river, her discove ry ive s her the vailey of her 


i will now vo furt her, and state my views as to 
the POSSI lity « fy an ad) ustment of this — ion. 
i hope our Senators a id Re presentatives, aud the 
entire people of the United Sta tes. will all take this 
matter into serious and solemn consideration, for 
ij regret to be compelled to say that I believe we 


h happens to run to the parallel of 
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are at this very moment in more di unger of being 
entangled in a war on this miserable question than 
we ever have been before. I shall be most hi ippy 
to hear any argument which goes to make our 
title stronger; but, if my view of the whole ground 
worth anything, with a title such as ours, taken 
in connexion with the re peated offers we have 
made for e¢ mpromise, I ask if any Senator can 
believe that Eneland will ever adjust this ques- 
tion on anything short of 49° as a boundary? Is 
there a my one vho believes she will ever accede 
io our claim up to 54 > 4’? The Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Sevirr| had the candor to admit 
that he did not think it possible that Great Britain 
would ever recede 1 ptoS 19 40’. If so, then we 
must make up our minds mer i to settle this 
controversy on the parallel of 49°, go to war. 
I hold that this is distinetly the qi cake of peace 
or war. ‘The question should plainly be put to 
the p a »w hether they are willing that this con- 
troversy should be settled per acefully and honor- 
ably, by agreeing to that boundary, or whether we 
shall go into a war, which God Almighty alone 
knows when or where it will te rminate. "For one, 1 
most sincerely believe that if a clear and brief view 
of our ttle, as it really exists, were presented to the 
pe wee le of the United States, and the question could 
> put to every man whether he would give up the 
country be yond 49° or go to war, ninety-nine out 
of every hundred would declare in favor of 49°. 
Great God! Iam shocked at the cold indifference 
with which some gentlemen have spoken of war. 
{ admit that when the national honor and the na- 
tional liberty are involved, where any national 
right entering into the elements of liberty is con- 
cerned, | should never think of sitting down and 
counting the cost. The national rights must be 
preserved, the national liberty defended. But is 
this such a question? Is this a question of na- 
uonal honor? Where, and how? Do we make 
any sacrifice? If President Polk should to-morrow 
make the same offer as was made by Mr. Gallatin 
in 1826, how would the honor of the United States 
be involved in it?) Should we make a sacrifice of 
that honor by standing where we have twice stood 
hefure? Must the men of this day utterly disre- 
gard the ground taken and the offer made by those 
who were at the head of our affairs in 18]2? To 
me it seems like putting forward undue and unbe- 
coming pretensions; and [ should not much won- 
der if Great Britain should feel her honor some- 
what involved in this attempt on our part to extort 
from her more than we ever demanded before. 

Is Great Britain less able now to maintain her 
rights than she was then? Are we more able? [| 
will not enter into the question of relative military 
power. ‘The power of each nation is great enough 
for any purpose. But I will say that never, since 
the foundation of the world, have two nations ex- 
isted, between whom a war would be so awfully 
destructive as a contest at this time must be be- 
tween Great Britain and the United States. The 
wars of antiquity were the wars of nations desti- 
tute of commerce, without ganpowder, and without 
steam. Buta war between this country and Eng- 

land, even if not a life should be sacrificed, not a 
city burnt, nor a battle fought, would, from the 
mere suspension of the commerce of both coun- 
tries, prove a war of vast and terrible desolation, 
by which millions on both sides must be reduced 
to destitution and misery. I really think that this 
isa case in which it is perfectly proper that we 
should sit down and count the cost. The most 
prudent of men, if his honor is assailed, will de- 
iend it, even at the sacrifice of his life; but if the 
question between lim and another has reference 
only to a small amount of property, it is a question 
of prudence, a case in which he may properly con- 
sider whether he shall gain or lose by the prose- 
cution of his claim. Ifa setthement of our contro- 
versy with England on the basis of 49° could 
possibly imply a retraction of our rights from con- 
siderations of fear, none would be more against it 
than I should. But where all the grounds of dif- 
ference can be settled in a peaceable manner, and 
I see that the practical difference between war and 
peace will cost the country one hundred millions 


annually for at least five years, I say it is a clear | 


question of profit and loss; and it is not extrava- 
rant to say that the amount of the national sacri- 
iice, so Jong as such a war should endure, will not 
be less than a hundred millions a year. This is 


the lowest sum at which, | believe, we can main- || , 
| only the value of the country itself, but the nature 


tain the contest, and, as [ am responsible to God, 


April 4, 





Iw — not give one-tenth part of it for the whol 4 
of Oregon. 

Having now shown what I conceive our title ; 
this territory to be, | am brought to consider 
probable value. And if there ever was a coun 
upon the face of the earth in which I should o> 7 
sider it a great misfortune for the poorest man ¢. 


0 
lis 


settle—if there be any country in the world w) er 
has been blasted by God, which is utterly co 
tute of all conceivable attrac tion, insomue! ha “ 
be scarce capab le of sustaining the life of hum 

beings, it is this very territory of Oregon, A, i 


yet this is the region which has been magnified 
into a perfect El Dorado. In support of this view. 
I will now call the attention of the Senate to or 
extract from a work published mainly at the 
stance of the present Secretary of State, then q 
Senator in this chamber, and which cont tains, as 
is generally admitted, the most perfect account 
Oregon that ever has been published. 

The Oregon territory is divided by two rang 
of mountains, running in a north and south a. 
rection parallel pind the coast. The first of these 
ranges, or that of California, runs about elehty 


miles from the ocean; and the strip of country io. 


ll 


' tween the mountains and the sea contains abou: 


thirty-six thousand square miles, one-eighth or 
one-tenth of which is fit for cultivation—that j is, a 
body of about four or five thousand square miles 
As far as I can learn, this is the only portion of 
the whole territory on which a civilized human 
being can rest his ‘foot with any certainty of being 
able to sustain himself by the pursuit of a: ericul. 
ture. These mountains divide the country into 
three valleys, of which that next to the ocean js 
much the best. In this lies the valley of the Wil 
lamette, on this side of which I believe there is not, 
as yet, one American settler. Those who 20 there 
travel one thousand miles beyond the Rocky 
mountains before they attempt to settle But 
hear what Mr. Greenhow says. [A quotation was 
read from the writer referred to.] 

A fine farming country, where it seldom rains 
between April and November! No corn can be 
raised in any part of All Oregon! And this is the 
picture of the best oe of the territory for agri 
culture! Then hear the same writer’s account of 
the next or second vile’ from the sea. [Another 
extract from Greenhow was read. ] 

Here, between the Blue Mountains and the Roc! ky 
Ridge, **it never rains, winter or summer, save a 
short period in the spring.” [A laugh.] Now, I 
should like to know, what kindness there would b e 
in a father’s persuading his son to go and settle in 
such a country. Even the famed valley of 
Willamette is not larger than one of the counties 
in Pennsy lvania, and we have never had any indi- 
cations ofa contradiction of what is here said, that 
the whole country on this side of it is wholly unfit 
for cultivation. 

I have thus given a description of the territory 
we claim—and which I claim—south of the parall el 
of 49°. How is it beyond that line? What is the 


country we are voing to war for? I beseech the 


attention of my friends on this side the chamber to 


| what I shall read; and I ask them whether these 


statements of Mr. Greenhow are to be believed, or 
we are to credit the new lights we are hereafter to 


' get, after the railroad shall have been completed? 


A laugh. ] Mr. Greenhow says: 
book was again quoted. } 

If this we re indeed a question involving the rig! Ms 
and honor, and liberties of the country, I would fig! 
to the death even for this miserable strip of ices 
soil. If the claim of Great Britain to it was per- 
fectly gratuitous and insulting, I would die before 
I would consent to abandon an acre of this waste; 
but as it is a mere question of property, of doubt 
ful title, I feel very differently. For view the mat- 
ter as we may, there is much weakness in all our 
titles to a wilderness inhabited only by savages; 
possibly, if tested by strictly Christian principles, 
the title of both countries would be found in the 
original inbabitants. I do not, however, doubt the 
title of civilized nations to unsettled country fit for 
cultivation; but I may be pardoned for doubting 
the right of a Christian people to Arive off savages 
from a region fit only for savages 

You have taken possession a re of a country 
capable of sustaining and raising into the hichest 


[Mr. Greenhow’s 


| comfort and abundance a civilized community; but 


you cannot do so there. It seems to me, then, 
that it behooves Congress well to consider not 
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and extent of our claims to it. If ]am not mis- 
taken, we are likely, if we go to war for Oregon, 
to exhibit the revolting spectacie of an enlightened 
nation Aghting for an unprofitable wrong, spending 
h ood and treasure for a sirtp of barren land never 
; h firhting about, uniess where our honcr is 


wort 


clearly involved. ' 

| have said that there is no nation | that can do 
ns as much injury by war as Great Britain. I will 
now go further, and i say that there never were two 
nations Who were capable of realizing, at present 
and prospectively, such advantages from peace. 
Neyer since the world was formed were there two 
nations who would make so great a sacrifice, by 
ene to war, of the rights and interests which the 
God of nature had given them. What do we see 
on the other side of the Atlantic? A new era in 
the history of the world. IL regard the proceedings 
of the British Parliament as of greater consequence 
than that country ever witnessed before. Never 
since the foundation of our world has any public 
measure produce d so large an increase of national 
prospt rity and happiness as will flow from the 
creat reform now in progress, should it happily be 
consummated, Ihope to learn, and perhaps by 
the next steamer, that the bill of Sir Robert Peel 
to abolish the ecorn-laws has passed the House of 
Commons by such a majority as will ensure its 
nassave in the House of Lords. Should that 
measure prevail, Indian corn, wheat, all the cereal 
vyains, cotton, tobacco—no, not tobacco, because 
the duties on it are so immensely high—all the 


great staples produced in this country will be ad- | 


mitted into the ports of Great Britain. I put it to 
my western friends to consider how great a sacri- 


fice they will make of the interests and the rights | 


of their constituents by involving the country na 
war that must suspend and may destroy these 
advantages forever. 

] am not one desirous to dwell on the calamities 
of war, in order to deter my country from main- 


taining its just rights; but let me say that the great- | 
est of all errors that can be committed, either by a | 


veneral or a statesman, is to underrate his adver- 
sary and the disadvantages under which he must 
himself laborin a warhecontemplates. He should 
endeavor beforehand fully to realize what wiil be 
the injury he may sustain, and what the sacrifice 
he must make. I should be glad to hear from the 
gentlemen who advocate here our rights up to 54° 
40’, whether they believe it possible to adhere to 
that parallel and avoid a war. Is there a man in 
this Senate who in his own heart believes or ex- 
pects such a course from Great Britain that in that 
case we shall avoid war? If we do go to war for 
54° 40’, L trust in God we shall have the firmness 
to die by it. If we go into such a war for such a 
thing, it must be upon the principle involved; and, 
ifso, When can we stop? And do gentlemen sup- 
pose that this war will be fought on the plains of 
Oregon? No: Great Britain may send her vessels 
to the mouth of the Columbia and destroy our 
settlements there, (and this she can do in less than 
six months,) but that will not be the course of this 
war. 
as Oregon, it must be because we are really fight- 
ug for other causes which mutually inflame us; 
and it will be the most bloody, calamitous, and 
interminable war the world has ever witnessed. 
‘The war of the Revolution lasted seven years, and 
in what event can gentlemen hope that this war 
will be of shorter duration? 
come in less time than that? Are there any advo- 
cates of this war who believe that the United States 
can be conquered in less than seven years? 

And how will it be with England? When will 
she surrender? Although gentlemen have made a 
large estimate of her suflerings, stil this would be 
to her a mere military expedition to engage in a war 
atadistance. Her sufferings, in pointof commerce, 


If we go to war for such a miserable desert || 


Shall we be over- | 


may possibly be as great as ours, though her im- 


mense navy will doubtless prove a great protection 
in this respect. At all events, the war would be 
one of mutual destruction, destruction of vessels, 
und, beyond all doubt, destruction of cities also. 
vone can suppose that England would invade us, 


or doubt that we should invade her possessions. | 


(ie invention of steam and its application to war 
nust have rendered it comparatively easy for her 
0 force her way into our harbors and batter down 
our great cities. Ido not pretend to speak confi- 
«enuy on this point, however, because | am nota 
miltary man. I should suppose that a steamer 
mught successfully pass any battery that can be 


? 
i 
: 
‘ 


erected. That a hazard like this can be hghtly 
esteemed by any man | can hardly bring myself to 
believe. If war shail come, he deceives himseif 
and his countrymen who believes that it will not 
be one of the most fearfully de 


Witnessed in 


structive contests 
, ’ ; 
If rights and 


that all 


ever 


moaern thinness, 
nonor were invoived, | Say 


vy, once more, 
this Would form but a st 


condary considerauon, 

VO nation Ought to abandon its clear and indepen- 
t 

dent rights to avoid any danger, how great soever. 


al : 
bul, as ldo ! 


in my conscience believe that, so far 
from our honor being in the least end 
peaceful settlement of ti 
ime we have ourselves ever indicated, I believe 
that the honor and of this 
country, and the obligations the Government owes 
to the country, all demand that it shall be settled 
on that line. 

And now a few words on the question of notice, 
and I will relieve the Senate. Irom the views | 
have now given they will not be surprised when I] 
say that if | thought the giving of this notce could 
produce war, 1 should be against it in every possi- 


angered by a 


is question on the only 


of this Government 


ble form; and, therefore, | shall vote for it in that 
form which shall express most clearly the deter- 
mination of this Senate to support the President im 
adjusting the difficulty on the only basis in which, 
according to my judgment, itever can be amicably 
settled. We cannot speak too strongly. I have 
heard with regret and surprise some gentlemen 
who are in favor of such a compromise, say that 
they are ready to go for the notice in an unquali- 
fied form. Why will they not rather vote for no- 
tice in a modified form ? 

I agree that the House of Representatives, who 
are not the President’s constitutional advisers, and 
cousuiute no part of the treaty-making power, may 
have done well in giving the President such a 
power. Butwe are his constitutional advisers; he 
can do nothing in this matter without the consent 
of the Senate. In the times of Washington it was 
customary, when treaties were under considera- 
tion, for the President to come into the Senate 
chamber, and deliberate and consult with the mem- 
bers, doing nothing without their consent; but that 
was found inconvenient in practice, and on that 
ground alone, as I understand, it was abandoned. 
1, for one, still think it would be better for him to 
come here, that we might consult more freely. I 
want the President to know how far we are ready 
to sustain him. For one, I here say that if a treaty 
should be sent us to-morrow, on the basis offered 
by Mr. Gallatin, [should go for it without hesita- 
tion; and I wish to God that every Senator would 
do the same. With my convictions on the whole 
subject, if 1 were to involve my country in a war 
with Great Britain for the miserable diflerence be- 
tween 49°, with the navigation of the Columbia, 
and 49° without it, I should feel that | deserved 
the everlasting execrations of posterity, and espe- 
cially of my own children. 

Mr. BREESE rose and said: The honorable 
Senator from South Carolina had set out with de- 
claring that it was his purpose, in this discussion, 
togspeak the truth, the whoie truth, and nothing but 
the truth. And that the Senator had done so, ac- 
cording to his belief, he had no doubt. But the 
Senator had fallen into one great error; and know- 
ing the influence which it would exert upon the 
public mind, if uncontradicted, if it were to go 
forth with the endorsement of the Senator, he felt 
constrained to correct him upon that point, so that 
the correction might go out simultaneously with 
his speech. The point to which he alluded was 
found in the authority which the Senator had quo- 
ted from Greenhow’s book, depreciating the char- 
acter and value of the territory of Oregon. ‘Though 
the country were not worth a rush, Mr. b. said, 
his course of action with regard to it would be the 
same; but it must be manifest to Senators that 
there was an endeavor to depreciate the country 
by exaggerating its defects and concealing its ad- 
vantages. ‘To satisfy the Senate that the deserip- 
tion drawn by Mr. Greenhow was far from being 
correct, he would state that the description was 
written many years ago, when the country was 
but partially explored and almost a lerra incognila. 
Recent descriptions, given by Dr. White, burnet, 
and others, who had made it their homes, gave it 
an entirely different character, so far as applicable 
to the region south of the Columbia river. 

Mr. L. said he would now present a picture of 
a portion of the country north of the Columbia, as 
found in the second volume of Vancouver's Voy- 
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ages; which he believed would satisfy the Senate 
that the Great Giver of all good had nowhere 
Spre ad outa more beauutul or destraoie counuy. 


In May, 1792, Vaneouver proceeded up the Straits 


4 


of Fuea, through Adnuralty Inlet, to Puwet’s Sound, 


pending several weeks im his exploration. 
Proceeding from New Dungeness, on the Straits 
of Fuca, in the Chatham’s cutte 


rand Discovery s 
° ’ . . 
Yaw, Vaner 


uver Says: 





‘On jJandging on the west end of the 
and ascending Us emimence, whi 
lar chili, our attention was 


scap 


supposed island, 
HWAS henry a perpendicu 
unmediniely called to &@ ine 

, &most as enchantingly beautitul as the most elegantly 
fished pleasure grounds we ft 
Were Upon, our 


situated betore 


Lurope From the hoght we 


hand 


Ais Ab 


conjectures Of Liis land being an 
the entrance of an 


opening ra tise 
The 


immitor this t-land pre 
thorzontal surface, mterspersed with 


were confirmed 


ented nearly 
same inequatities of 
ground, which produced a beautiful vanety on an extensive 
lawn covered with luxuriant gras 


» nod diversified with an 
abunda:ice of flowers. To the 


northwestward Was a cop 
pice of fine trees, and shrubs of various sorte, that seemcd 
as if it had been planted tor the role purpose of protecting 
from the northwest winds tis delighttul over 
whieh were promiscuousty scattered a few clumps of tree 
that would have puzzled the most ingenious cd signer ot plea 
sure grounds to have arranged more agreeably. While we 
topped to contemplite these several beaut 3 of 1 iture 
a prospect no less ploadng than unexpected, we 
SOnie yooOseveTrmes 
wardness.”” 


meadow, 


tiered 
and roses in a state of considerable for 


Mr. B. said this was the lone island at the open 
ing into Admiralty Inlet to the northeast, ai d was 
visited on the Ist day of May, 1792. The party 
then proceeded to Port Discove ry, on the west side 
of this inlet, and the scenery is thus described: 


* The delightiul serenity of the weather greatly aided the 
beautiful scenery that was now presented. The surtace of 
the sea was pertect!y smooth, and the country before us e¢ 
hibited everything that bounteous nature could be expected 
to draw into one pot of view. As we had no reasou to 
lmagine that this country had ever been indented for any of 
its decorations to the hand of man, [could not possibly be 
hieve that any uncultivated country had ever been discovered 
exinbiting so rich a picture 

* Between us and this snowy range, (Mount Baker being 
in sight,) the land, which on the seashore terminated like 
that we had lately passed, in low perpendicular eliths, or on 
beaches of sand or stone, rose here in a very gentle aseent, 
and was well covered with a variety of stately forest trees. 
These, however, did not conceal the whole fece of the coun 
try in One uninterrupted wildernes<, but pleasingly clothed 
its eminences, and chequered the valleys, presenting, in 
many directions, extensive spaces that wore th appearance 
of having been cleared by art, like the beantiful land we 
had visited the day betore. As we passed along the shore 
near one of these charming spots, the tracks of deer, or of 
some such animal, were very numerous, and flittered us 
with the hope of not wanting refreshments of that nature 
Whilst we remained in this quarter. A picture so pleasing 
could not fail to call to our remembrance ceitain delighiful 
and beloved situations in old England.’ 


He thus describes the country about Port Dis- 
covery, in north latitude 48° 7’. The port is de- 
scribed as having a great depth of water; and he 
says: 


* The country in the neighborhood of this port may gen- 
erally be considered of a moderate height, although bounced 
on the west side by mountains covered with snow, ‘to 
which the land from the water’s edge rises in a pleasing 
diversity by hills of gradual ascent. The snow 
hills probably dissolves as the summer advances 
trees were produced on their very summits. On the sea 
shore, the land generally terminated in low, sandy eclitls; 
though, in some spaces of considerable extent, it ran nearly 
level from higitwater-mark. The soil, for the most part, 
is a light sandy loam, in several places of very con-iderable 
depth, and abundantly mixed with decayed vegetables 
The vigor and Juxuriance of its productions proved itto be 
a rich, fertile mould, which possiily might be considerably 
improved by the addition of the calcareous matter eonteined 
in the marrow stone that presented itself in many places. 
in respect to its mineral productions, no great variety was 


observed. Irou ore, in its various forms, was generaliy 
found.” ; 


on liere 
, for pine 


He then describes the veretable kingdom, and 
remarks that such parts of it ** applicable to use- 
ful purposes appeared to grow very luxuriantly.”’ 

He then says: 2 


“This couniry, in an agricultural point of view, I should 
conceive, is capable of high improvement, notwithstand- 
ing the soil in general may be considered to be jight and 
sandy. Its spontaneous productions in the vicinity of the 
woods are nearly the same, and grow in equal luxuii 
ance, With those under a@ similar parallel in Europe ; favor- 
ing the hope that, if nutritious exotics were introduced and 
carefully attended to, they would succeed in the highest 
degree. 

“The mildness of the climate, and the forwardness of every 
species of plants. aliorded strong grounds in support of this 
opinion. The interruptions we experienced in the general 
serenity of the weather, were probably no more than were 
absolutely requisite in the spring of the year to brine forward 
the annual productions. These were attended with no vio- 
lence ot wind, and the rain which fell. although disagreeable 
to travellers, was not so heavy as to beat down and destroy 
the first efforts of vegetation.’’ 


He then describes the productiveness of the 
country in spars: 


“The spare foretopsail yard was also very imperfeet; 














which obliged us to get the spare maintopsail yard up in its 
room ¢ and it was a very fortunate circumstance that these 
defects were discovered in a country abounding with mate- 
rials to which we could resort; having only to make our 
choice from amongst thousands of the finest spurs the world 
produce 9.”? 


He proceeds to say: 

“ To describe the beauties of this recion will, on snopes 
occasion, be a very grateful task to the pen of a skilful pane- 
gyrist. The he uly of the climate, the INNUMER grin) pao a! 
Lindseupes, and the abundant fertility that unassisted nature 
puts forth, require only to be enriched by the industry of man 
wiih villages, mansions, cottages, and other buildings, to render 
i THE MOST LOVELY COUNTRY that can he imagined ; whilst 
the lubor of the inhabitants would be amply rewarded in the 
bounties which nature seems ready to bestow on cultivation.” 

Mr. B. said he now apprehended, from the glow- 
ing descriptions of a part of that territory, to which 
the enterprise of our citizens had not yet been di- 
rected, the Senate and the country, taking them in 
connexion with the well-authenticated accounts of 
it south, in the Willamette and Umqua valleys, 
would be satisfied that Oregon was not a poor, 
miserable, valueless waste, but capable of maintain- 
ing its millions of people. 

Mr. MeDUFFIE said, the description which he 
had given was taken from histories and geogra- 
phies which professed to give a description of the 
whole country; the one which the Senator from 
lilinois had given was but a single view of a sin- 
tle landseay , given by a mariner who was struck 
with a beautiful exhibition of vegetable nature. 
In reading an aecount of the country given by Cap- 
tain I’remont, he found that in many parts 1t was 
totally unfit for agricultural purposes, though his 
account was interspersed with romantic views, and 
descriptions of beautiful scenes in the gorges of the 
mountains; filled with flowers, but scarcely fit for 
the production of anything else. 

But he would remark, in regard to Fuca Straits 
and Admiralty Inlet, that he was aware there was 
a small strip of country which was in some degree 
suitable for cultivation; but the deseription which 
he had given was beyond all doubt the correct de- 
scription of the country generally. At all events, 
he would be glad to hear any gentleman disprove 
iton good authority. He had given the same ac- 
count of the country three years ago, and he had 
never yet heard a successful contradiction. He 
would also remark, that Sir Alexander Macken- 
zie, who had explored the whiole country, described 
it precisely as he had done. And he believed that 
even Mr. White, who was here as agent from the 
settlers in that country, had said a month ago that 
a great deal of the country, for purposes of agri- 
culture, was not worth a fig. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, fpril 4, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday (without having been 
read through) was approved. 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The SPEAKER announced the first business in 
order to be the resolution of Mr. Boyp, pending at 
the adjournment of the House last evening, pro- 
viding that all debate in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union on the bill to provide for 
the continuation of the Cumberland road in the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, should termi- 
nate in half an hour after the bill should again have 
been taken up in committee. 

Mr. DANIEL inguired of the Chair whether it 
would now be in order to move that the House go 
into Committee of the Whole on the private cal- 
enda : 

The SPEAKER said, not until the resolution, 
which was itself a privileged question, should have 
been disp sed of. 

The pending question was on the motion of Mr. 
Vinron, that the resolution be laid on the table. 

And the question being taken, the vote stood— 
ayes 53, noes 57. 

“No quorum voting, 

Mr. SCHENCK rose to a question of order. 
The resolution proposed that all debate should ter- 
minate in half an hour. Now, he desired to be 
informed whether the gentleman, who was entitled 
to the floor on this bill, had not, by the rules, a 
vested right to one hour ? : 


The SPEAKER said it was competent for the | 


House to limit the debate to any time it thought 
prope r. 
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Mr. SCHENCK. But it is a change of the | coast of America, as an encouragement, 


rules of the House. 
Mr. BOYD now modified his resolution so as | 


to extend the time to which the debate should be 
limited, from half an hour to two hours. 


And the question having been again taken by 
tellers on be motion of Mr. Vinton, the vote 
stood—ayes 43, noes 62. 

Sull no quorum voting. 


Mr. BOYD moved that there be a call of the 
House. 


But a few stragglers having, in the interim, pass- 
ed between the tellers, the aggregate vote was 
raised up to ayes 49, noes 65. 

So a quorum voted. 


And the House decided that the resolution should 
not be laid on the table. 


The question then recurring on the adoption 
of the resolution, 

Mr. WINTHROP asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Benton, 
Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brock- 
enbrough, William G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, R. Chap- 
man, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collamer, Cullom, Cum- 
mins, Dargan, Jeff-rson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dob- 
bin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Elisworth, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, 
Garvin, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Harmanson, 
Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. Holines, Hough, George 5. Hous- 
ton, Hungertord, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charlies J. In- 
gersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, 
Preston King, La Sere, Levin, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, 
James McDowell, McKay, Barkley Martin, Owen, Parrish, 
Payne, Price, Reid, Relfe, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, 
Scammon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Sykes, Thomasson, 
James Thompson, Tibbatts, Tredway, Wheaton, Wick, 
Williams, Wilinot, Wood, Woodruff, Woodward, Yancey, 
and Yell—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, 
Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffington, Wil- 
liam W. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Cocke, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Cunningham, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, 
Grider, Harper, Hilliard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, 
Leake, Lewis, Long, McGaughey, McHenry, McIlvaine, 
Marsh, Moseley, Niven, Pollock, Rathbun, Rhett, Julius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, St. 
John, Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, Trumbo, Went- 
worth, White, Winthrop, Woodworth, and Young—63. 


So the resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House resolv- 
ed itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Coss, 
of Georgia, in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of bills on the private calendar. 


The bill for the relief of William Culver was || 


first in order. It was read, as was also the report 
and papers accompanying it, from which it appear- 
ed that Mr. Culver entered into a contract with 
the Government to build a custom-house in New 
London, in Connecticut. In the execution of his 
contract, it was found he had to go much deeper 
for a foundation than was set forth in the specifi- 
cation of the architect; and that, under the instruc- 
tions of the public officers appointed to superintend 
the work, the walls were made thicker, and work 
was done beyond the specifications upon which the 
contract was based. ‘The bill grants $1,317 21 in 
full for the extra work and materials. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, a member 
of the Committee of Claims, and who reported the 
bill, gave a full and clear statement of the facts in 
the case, and of the merits of the claim. 


Mr. BOWLIN opposed the bill; and his objec- 


tions having been answered by Mr. ROCK- 
WELL— 

It was laid aside to be reported to the House, 
with the recommendation that it pass. 


BOUNTY ON FISHING VESSELS. 


The bill for the allowance of the usual bounty 
to the owner and crew of the fishing schooner Suc- 
cess, lost at sea twenty days before she had com- 
pleted her fishing voyage of four months, next 
came before the House. 

The bill was opposed by Messrs. GORDON, 
DANIEL, BOWLIN, and HOUSTON of Ala- 
bama, and was supported by Messrs. HAMLIN, 
DANIEL P. KING, WILLIAM W. CAMP- 
BELL, J. A. ROCKWELL, and 
LAND. 

The debate on this bill continued several hours, 
and assumed an interesting and important charac- 


ter. It turned upon the expediency or inexpe- | 
diency of the bounty now allowed by law to small 


vessels engaged in the fisheries on the northeastern | 


McCLEL- || 


or rather 


' school, for raising seamen, who afterwards may be 


of very great value in the naval service, and in the 
foreign commerce of the country. 

As the debate on this bill has not terminated 
and there seemed to be a want of information as 
to the laws and usages upon the subject, the fol- 
lowing short abstract has been compiled: 

By the acts of 4th July, 1789, and of 16th Av- 
gust, 1790, an allowance per quintal or barre] was 
made on the exportation of dried and pickled fish 
in lieu of a drawback of the duties paid on the im- 
portation of the salt employed and expended in 
curing the fish. 

By the act of the 16th February, 1792, this al- 
lowance or drawback was commuted into an allow- 
ance or bounty, per ton, according to the size of 
the vessel, on all vessels that should be employed 
at least four months at sea, in carrying on the Bank 
and other cod-fisheries, between the Ist March 
and the Ist December, in any year; and by the 6th 
section of the act of 2d May, 1792, this bounty was 
increased by an addition of 20 per cent. The act 
of 16th February, 1792, was limited to seven years, 
and by the act of 12th April, 1800, it was continued 
in force until the 3d March, 1811, when it expired, 
It was supplied and renewed by the act of 29th June, 
1813, which also increased the bounty per ton of 
the vessel. This act was to cease one year after 
the close of the then existing war with Great Brit- 
ain. On the 9th February, 1816, (after the war had 
closed,) the act of 29th June, 1813, was made per- 
manent, and is now in force. By the act of 3d 
March, 1819, the bounty was again changed, and 
was established es follows: For vessels of more 
than five tons, and not exceeding thirty tons, 43 50 
per ton; if above thirty tons, $4; and if above thirty 
tons, and having had a crew of not less than ten 
persons, and having been actually employed in the 
cod-fishery, at sea, for the term of three and a half 
months, at the least, but less than four months of 
the season, $3 50. Provided, that the allowance to 
one vessel, for the whole season, shall not exceed 
4360. This is the rate of bounty now allowed. 

By an act of Ist March, 1817, bounties are dis- 
allowed, unless the officers and three-fourths of the 
crew be citizens of the United States, or not sub- 
jects of any foreign State. And by an act of 4th 
April, 1818, vessels detained by unlawful seizure 
are to be allowed the time of such detention in com- 
puting the four months sea-service, &c. 

The last act upon the subject was passed May 
25, 1824. It provides for the payment of the boun- 
ty on vessels lost at sea, or wrecked returning to 
port, after having completed the fishing term of four 
months. 

A very large number of special acts have been 
passed by Congress for the allowance of this boun- 
ty, in cases where, from wreck, loss at sea, or 
other casualties, accidents, or omissions, it could 
not be paid by collectors. These special acts of 
allowance commence in 1798, and continue down 
to the present time. 

Whilst Mr. McC.LeLttanp was yet speaking, 
some conversation took place on a point of order 
between Mr. G. W. JONES and the CHAIR, 
which was disposed of without appeal. 

A second point of order was then raised by 

Mr. G. W. JONES, that there was no quorum 
present, and that it was not competent, therefore, 
for the committee to do business. 

The CHAIRMAN said that, as the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. McCiecianp] was address- 
ing the committee, there was no mode by which 
the Chair could ascertain whether there was, or 
was not, a quorum. The Chair therefore was 
bound to consider that there was a quorum. 

Mr. JONES appealed from this decision. 

And on this question, ‘ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee: 
the vote stood—ayes 68, noes 16. 

No quorum voting 


Whereupon the H 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, -4pril 6, 1846. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Department of War, in rela- 
tion to the relative capabilities of the harbors 
between Erie and Buffalo, on Lake Erie, of being 
/made ports of entry; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
| Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Johnson, 


ouse adjourned. 











